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CHRONOLOGY OF ‘ THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVI[[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 


The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional 


istory, 24 vols. ; 


Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. : 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., Xe. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 








CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Wit. I. to 34 Geo. IL. 
1066-1760 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. III. 
1760-1800 


(FIRST PARLIAMENT.) 
VO MB ccciscees RY GR. Tibi icccccses 1801 
a Ee “ieee 42 AP. pcan 1802 


(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
reer 42 Geo. TIL ...... 1802-3 


DEBATES. 
First Series. 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) 


Vol. 1 & 2...44 Geo. III....... 1803-4 

— 3to 5...45 eee 1805 

— 6 & 7...46 se eeee 1806 
(Tuirp PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. IID ...... 1806-7 


(FourtTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 9 to 1l...48 Gero. III....... 1807-8 
— 12 — 14...49 = aise 1809 
= 15 — 17...50 =  “woueas 1810 
— 18 — 20...51 — ..- 1810-11 
os 2] — 93...52 ——- dee aee 1812 


(FirrH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 24 to 26...53 Guo. III. .... 1812-13 
— 27 & 28...54 — .- 1813-14 


— 29 to 31...55 —  . 1814-15 | 
— 32 — 34...56 —* iwesde 1816 | 
— 35 & 36...57 => veecae 1817 | 
— 37 — 38...58 eee 1818 | 


(SIxTH PARLIAMENT.) 
| Vol. 39 & 40...59 Geo. III. ...... 1819 
ek. GT TCT Te 60 — . 1819-20 


Second Series. 


| REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 


(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Guo. IV. ..... 1820 
— 4& 5... 2 ee 1821 
— 6— 7... 5 = awed 1822 
— 8— 9... 4 a 1823 
— 10—11... 5 ae 1824 
— 12—13... 6 ee deaaa 1825-6 
— 14—15... 7 aan. ahaa 1826 
(EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
BE ekcesames TG TV aus 1826 
cont FR asnaveuns 8 Rawat 1827 
— 18 & 19... 9 ae ees 1828 
— 20 — 21...10 a Vadnaea 1829 
— 22 to 25...11 a gaiced 1830 


Third Series. 
REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 


(NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Wu. IV....... 1830-1 
(TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 4 to 8... 2 Wu IV. ...... 1832 
-— 9—14... 3 aaa” 1831 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 15 to 20... 4 Witt. IV....... 1833 
— 21 — 2... 5 sat! oun 1834 
(TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 26 to 30... 6 WiLL. IV....... 1835 
— 31— 35... 7 —~ —aewaee 1836 


— 36— 38... 8 = edeaee 1837 
a 2 
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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


| 


(TWENTY-FIRST PARLIAMENT.) 


| Vol. 218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ..... 1874 
—- 222 —226...38 as «pete 1875 
— 297 —231...39 wae aap 1876 
— 232 —236...40 Sa adler 1877 
— 237 —242...41 sau eda 1878 
— 243 —249...42 — ... 1878-9 
— 950 & 251...43 — (a) 1880 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VicTorIa ...... 1838 | 
— 45— 50... 2 seeps 1839 
— 51 — 55... 3 | wleseat 1840 | 
- 56— 58... 4 _ (a) 1841 
(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Pe RP ee 4 Vicrorta (b) 1841 
-- 60to 65... 5 cry 1842 
— 66— 71... 6 - wo 1843 
— 72— 76... 7 — 1844 
— T7— 82... 5 <—m  esisiptoe 1845 
— &3— 8&8... 9 a Sains 1846 
— 89 — 94...10 — (a) 1847 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
WO), BB sis canes 10 Vicrorta = (b) 1847 
- 96 to 101...11 TT 1848 
— 102 —107...12 a 1849 
— 108 —113...13 we gate 1850 
— 114 —118...14 a 1851 
— 119 —122...15 — (a) 1852 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
oe: eee 15 Vicroria (b) 1852 
— 124 to129...16 et elaaah 1853 
— 130 —135...17 ae 1854 
— 136 —-139...18 oe ea 1855 
— 140 —143...19 —— sae eee 1856 
te RE sseaanved 20 — (a) 1857 
(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 145 to 147...20 Victoria (b) 1857 
— 148 —151...21 we te 1858 
— 152 —153...22 a= (a) 1859 
(KIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 154 to 155...22 Vicronia  (b) 1859 
— 156 —160...23 re 1860 
— 161 —164...24 (eat 1861 
— 165 —168...25 ae padan 1862 
-—— 169 —172...26 a 1863 
— 173 —176...27 a 1864 
— 177 —180...28 ee 1865 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMEN1.) 
Vol. 181 to 184...29 Vicrortia...... 1866 | 
— 185 —189...50 a 1867 
— 190 —193...31 —- ... 1867-8 
(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 194 to 198...32 VICTORIA... 1868-9 
—- 199 —203...33 ae 1870 
— 204 —208...34 aR CC 187] 
— 209 —213...05 = “steers 1872 
— 214 --217...36 wn heal 1873 


(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 252 to 256...43 Vicronta (b) 1880 
— 257 —265...44 SER CY 1831 
—~ Be 25.4 — (a) 1882 
~ Hee. (b) 1882 
— 276 to283...46 sen, | eater 1883 
— 284 —292...47 Sh be oes 1884 


— 293 —301...48 — ... 1884-5 
(TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicroRIA = (a) 1886 
(Twenty-FourtH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 308 & 309...49 Vicrorta  (b) 1886 


— 310 to 321...50 | Neanes 1887 
— 322 —332...51 — saan 1888 
— 333 —340...52 rere) eaelents 1889 
— 341 —348...53 mS wealae 1890 


— 349 —356...54 - .-» 1890-1] 
Fourth Series. 
(TWEN?TY-FoURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 


Vol. Ito 6...66 Vicroris ...... 1892 
(TWENTY-FirtH PARLIAMENT.) 
Fok 7 cccesscs BO FICTORMA 205 1892 
— 8 to 21...57 -— 1893-4 
— 22 — 29...57 — 1894 
— 30 — 35...58 ae. abet 1895 
(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 36 .........59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
—- 37 to 44...59 -- ... 1895-6 
—. 45 — 52...60 | neeiene 1897 
— 53 — 65...61 — ss aeveee 1898 
— 66 — 76...62 — beens 1899 
a ae 63 aa 1899 
— 78 — 83...63 —— aint 1900 
— 8&4 ... 63&64 --_...... 1900 
— 85 — 87...64 nee eee 1900 
(TWENTY-SEVENTIL PARLIAMENT.) 
eee 64 VICTORIA _...... 1900 


REIGN OF EDWARD VII. 


| (TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT —cont.) 


Wiel 89° ciccacece 1 Epwarp VILI....1901 
— 90to100 1 -— ...1901 
— 101... 1&2 — ...1902 
— 102toll7 : a ...1902 


— ..- 1904 
—- 000 L905 


— 129 to 140 


& 
2 

— 118 to 128 3 — . 1905 
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-—~ 141 to 145 5 





ee hd a 


_ 


_— Sly 


oe en ee ee ee ee 





TSS Ot te 





HtS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ec. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Arritr J. BALFOUR. 
Lord President of the Council and President of the Board of Edueation——Most Hon. 
Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Atfairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G. 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS-DOUGLAs, M.P. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. ALFRED LYTTELTON, M.P. 
War——Rt. Hon. H. O. ARNOLD-ForSTER, M.P. 
India Rt. Hon. St. JoUN Broprick, M.P. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer —- Rt. Hon. J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
lirst Lord of the Adimiralty— Rt. Hon. Earl CAwbor. 
Lord Chancellor of lreland———Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Most Hon. the MARQUESS OF SALISBURY. 
Postmaster-General ——Rt. Hon. Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Secretary for Svotland——Most Noble the Marquess of LINLITHGOW. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. GERALD BALFOoUR, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland—Rt. Hon. WALTER Lona, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY. 








NOT IN THE CABINET. 





Parliameutary Secretary to the Treasury {t. Hon. Sir A, ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury —— VICTOR CAVENDISH, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary to the Board of Education——Sir WILLIAM ANSON, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty ——E. G. PRETYMAN, Esq., M.P. 
ee ee a LORD BALCARRES, M.P. 
a re UH. W. Forster, Esq., M.P. 
( Admiral Sir JOHN Fisuer, G.C.B. 
: Rear-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury, K.C.S.1. 
Lords of the Admiralty——. pear. Admiral W. H. May, M.V.O. 
| Capt. F. G. INGLEFIELD, R.N. 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty——ARTHUR H. LEE, Esq., M.P. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR [in the Cabinet). 
Lt.-Gen. Sir N. G. Ly?tre.ron, K.C.B., (Chief of General Stiff). 
Major-General C. W. H. DouG Las (Adjutant-General). 
Major-General H. C. O. PLUMER, C.B. (Quartermaster-General). 
Army Counceil— 
Thr UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 


Seerctary. THE PERMANENT UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 


(Col. Sir E. W. D. Warp, K.C.B.). 


the 


Major-General Sir J. W. Murray, K.C.B. (Master General of the Ordnance). 


Inspector-General of the Forees—-—General H.R.H. the Duke of CONNAUGHT, K.G., K.P., ete. 





Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Otfice—Earl Percy, M.P. 
Parhamentary Secretary, Home Oftice Hon. T. H. CocurANe, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office—His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 


Parliameotary Secretary, India Oftice——Most Noble the Marquess of BATH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Uttice——Rt. Hon. Earl of DONOUGHMORE. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——A. BoNAR LAW Esq., M.P. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board —J. Grant LAwson, Esq., M.P. 


Financial Secretary, War Otfice-—-W. BROMLEY DAVENPORT, Esq., M.P. 
Attorney-General Sir K. B. FINLAy, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General-——Rt. Hon. Sir E. Carson, K.C., M.P. 

Lord-Lieutenant of !reland——Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 

The Lord Advocate——C. Scott Dickson, Esq., K C., M. P. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Sir Wom. WALROND, Bt,, M.P. 
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vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE 
Judge Advocate-General—— 


Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON, G.C.B. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord WOLVERTON. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEmproke anp Montcomery, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PortLanp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——Rt. Hon. Sir SAVILE CROSSLEY, Bt., M.V.O., M.P. 
Comptroller of the Household—-—Viscount VaLentia, M.V.O., M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household—---The Marquess of HAMILTON, M,P. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon. Earl WaLprEGRAveE. 
/Rt. Hon. Earl of Kin rore, G.C.M.G. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of Dennieu. 
Rt. Hon. Viscount Cuurcainy, K.C.V.0O. 
Levde-in-Weltin Rt. Hon. Earl of Errou. 
5 x — Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Lord Surrre.p, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
Re Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——The Most Noble the Marquess of 
LINLiTHGOW. 

Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. Lorp DUNEDIN. 

Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. C. Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Kinspureu, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——His Grace the Duke of Montrose, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEvEN AND MELVILLE. 

Solicitor-General——E. T. SALVENSEN, Esq., K.C. 


IRELAND. 


Lord Lieutenant—— Rt. Hon. Ear] of Dupiey. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Lord AsHpourNe. 

Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. WALTER LONG, M.P. 

Under Secretary——Sir ANTONY MACDONNELL, G.C.S.1., K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President: The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horace PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. Atkinson, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——J. H. M. Camppe.t, Esq., K.C., M.P. 





PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of Onstow. 

Clerk of Parliaments——Sir Henry J. L. Granam, K.C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwaxp HALL ALDFRSON, Esq. 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBERT Gray, Esq, 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Billsa——A. Harrison, Usq. 

Senior Clerks—— 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 

SKENE, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. Leicn, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J, F. Symons Jeune, Ksq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Oftice——C. L, AxsTruTHER, Ksq. 
W. H. Hamitton Gorpon, Esq. 

Other Clerks—Hon. A. McDonnetit; A. H. Rosinsox, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills); H. P. 
Sr. Jonn, Esq.; V. M. Rippureu, Ksq.: Hon. E. A. Sronor; H. J. F. BApELEY, Esq. ; 
C. Heapnam, Esq.; J. B. Horna, Esq. ; kK. C. Vicors, Esq.; A. Tennyson, Esq. ; and 
G. D. Luarp, Esq. 

Accountant and Copyist——Mr, T. A. Court. 

Assistant Copyists——-Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Courr. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worretn, C. E. Cuizierr, A. M. Srox., J. W. F. Locke, 
J. McoMintan, G. Bexnerr, G. T. Pump. : 

Librarian——EDMUND Goss, Esq., LL.D. 

Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Burier. 

Attendant——Mr, W. WorFELL. 

















PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS---(Cont.) vii 


Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campton, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeune Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. FEL, Esq. ‘ ; 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Admiral Sir F. H. Stephenson, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. Butuer. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLzetwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hann, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Wiittams, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——.W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers—— Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HoLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B. GALLOP. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 

Third Class Assistants——Messts. J. Woonacott, A. A. EpNey, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. ForsytH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS 
W. W. Meares. ; 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W Casson. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——-Mr. A. PALMER. 

Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 

Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEy. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir COURTNEY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.I., C.LE. 

Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Publie Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. Gippons, Esq., C.B. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 

Committee Office——R. DICKINSON, Esq. 

Private Bill Ottice——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks——F. St. GEORGE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower .Esq.;C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.; Sir E, H. DoyLe, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HowE Browne, 
Kisq. ; HORACE WEsT, Esq. ; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAvIE, Esq. ; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. BULL, Esq. ; F. R. WILLIAMS Wynn, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. DAWKINs, Esq. ; R. P. CoLomn, Esq.; B. H. FELL, Esq. ; R. E. 
CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. Scorr PORTER, Esq. ; F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; W. ‘I. LEGGE, Esq., 
C. RK. Turner, Esq.; W. K. Gippons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. Smytu, Esq.; K. J. C, 
MoorsoM, Esq. ; RK. D. RAncitvFE, Esq., W. P. JOHNSTONE, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq., C.V.O. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Sergeant——W. H. ErsKINE, Esq. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Chaplain to the House——The Ven. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EpWARD GULLY, Esq., C.B. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDos Letcu, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collector of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Clerk to Referees——Sir E. H. DoyLe, Bart. 

Examiners of Private Bills——-C. W. CAmpPron, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Vote Office—— 

Principal Clerk——PHuILIp SMITH, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks ——H. OTway MAyNE, Esq. ; JouN Poyser, Esq. 
Messenger-——Mr. JouN EDWARbs. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq.; Assistant Librarian——TempLe Franks, Esq., B.C.L. 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. RK. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. 
A. FirmMin, W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers—— 

Journals—-—G. E. BriscoE Eyrk, Esq. 
Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr. I. LINCOLN ; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. H. Bu.ock. 

Office Clerk in Committee Ottice——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Otfice Clerk in Journal Ottice——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers——Messrs. C. DAVIE, H. JoNEs, G. D. Wrrier, J. ARMSTRONG, J. WO .DWARD, 
J. Ivory, G. NORMAN, J. SURREY, A. SEPPLE. 

Doorkeepers—— Mr. M. INGLEFIELP and Mr. H. HAMBLING. 























viii PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS — (Cont.) 


4 

iH Messengers (Ist Class)—-—Mr. C. Woopcrart, Mr. R. Rosertson, Mr. J. HiLus, Mr. J. 

SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. ANsTEY, Mr. J. H. Day, Mr. 

i J. HENDERSON, 

Ke Messengers (2nd Class)——-Messrs. G. WAINWRIGHT, J. Guyatt, R. TurTLE, A. HASKELL, 
A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LIntncron, H. G. Emmert, J. L. Puinie, W. 
FINDLAY. 

: Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. 
BROADBENT ; Porters -—Messrs. J. ORAM and J. HART. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 


HENLEY; Assistant--—Mr W. 
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VOLUME CXLV. 


FIFTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1905. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, THURSDAY, 13rH APRIL, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Corsetr Estare.—Petition for a Private Bill, together with a copy of the pro- 
posed Bill annexed thereto ; read, and referred to two English judges 


RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS Gas AND WATER Company.—Petition of the Com- 
pany, praying for leave to introduce a Bill * For further conferring powers 
on the Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Company,” together with 
a copy of the proposed Bill annexed thereto; read, and referred to the 
Examiners 


University College, London (Transfer), Bill [x.1.].—The CuHairman of 
Commi?rees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was with- 
drawn. The orders made on the 14th and 31st of March last, discharged, 
and Bill commutted 


Leven’s Patent Bill [1.1.].—Read 2 


Accrington District Gas and Water Board Bill.—South Suburban Gas Bill; 
Wrexham (ias Bill. Read 2, and committed ‘ 43 Me a 


Southend and Colchester Light Railways Bill [1.1.|.—South-Eastern and 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill [n.1.]. Read 5*, and passed, 
and sent to the Commons <4 ‘a ie 


Croydon Gas Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1* ; and referred to 
the Examiners ye a - ; 


Gamble’s Divorce Bill [1.1.]—Witnesses ordered to attend on the Second 
Reading of the Bill ; a Me a oi = me 


Private AND ProvistonaL OrpeR ConrtrMation Bitts.—Ordered, That 
Standing Orders Nos. 92 and 93 be suspended ; and that the time for 
depositing petitions praying to be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills, also the time for depositing documents relating 
to any Order under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, which would otherwise expire during the adjournment of the House 
at Easter, be extended to the first day on which the House shall sit after 
the Recess ; a 4 a “i os o 
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Lord Ellenborough .. . 21 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill.—Reported, 
without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow ae ee: te ae 
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Irish Posrmasters Private Earnines.—Questions, Mr. Vincent Kennedy; 
Answers, The Postmaster General (Lord Stanley Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


{[risH PROVIDENT ASSURANCE CoMPANY.—Questions, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answers, 
b ? 
Mr. Bonar Law 


AGRICULTURAL Ratine Brtt.—Question, Sir Carne Rasch ; Answer, The Prime 
Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


ScorrisH CaurcuH Dispute.—Question, Mr. Charles Douglas (Lanarkshire, N.W) ; 
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Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
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Business OF THE Hovse.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. Lough (islington, W.), Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), Mr. 
Gibson Bowles and Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour Be 
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MessaAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Army (Annual) Bill, 
without Amendment ua Pe - aa ws is ag a ae 





Supply (Civiz Services AND REVENUE DeparTMENTS EstiMates).—Order 
for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair (for Committee on Civil Services and Revenue Departments 
Estimates).”—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. Murphy (Kerry, FE.) .. , i “3 << 
Mr. Haviland Burke (King’s C ounty, Tullamore) a - c- 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of 
the Question, in order to add the words ‘ in the opinion of this House, 
the provision for Universities is totally inadequate, and none can be 
regarded as equitable which does not secure for the Catholics of 
Ireland, equally with other members of the community, facilities for 
University education without violence to their religious feeling.’ ’— 
(Mr. Murphy)—instead thereof.” 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) es me ws si .. 106 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) .. ie a hs es -. 109 
Mr. Gordon (Londonderry, 8S.) fs is ee < + ia, ee 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 121 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the 7 7 ‘Treasury (Mr. A.J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) : 133 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (L iverpool, Se otland) . ae ne Be .. 144 
Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) + * ws 4 .. 148 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 263; Noes, 104. (Division List No. 139.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the Clock, the Debate stood adjourned 
till this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


London Port: and Docks Commission Bill | By Orprr]. [Seconp READING.] 
—Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Benn (Devonport) us ‘a és - - rr .. 153 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 

time.” 

Lord Alwyne Compton —— ne ade) ee oa -> 156 


Mr. Alben Gills (London) .. ie 7 x -- 159 
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Amendment proposed— 


“ To Jeave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”—(Lord Alwyne Compton.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) .. pi i .. 160 
Mr. H. Lawson (Tower Hamlets, Mile End) ‘5 a x -« 5G 





Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ins 4% oa _ “i «+ WG 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar 
Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) .. ‘x - rs as -» ¥2 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) : a ea ‘es o. ie 
Mr. David Morgan (Essex, Walthamstow) es - wi ~- 1B 


Mr. Peel (Manchester, 8S.) .. or os as ¥x és ~ a ) 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 123; Noes, 191. (Division List No. 140.) 


; 
Words added. 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. ( 
Second Reading put off for six months. 
SuppLy CommitTEE.—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Question 
[April 13th], ‘‘ That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair (for Committee on 
Civil Services and Revenue Departments Estiimates).”—(Sir A. Acland- 
TTood.) 
Question again proposed. 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) me oi ont be «. 183 1 
And, it being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 
Smal) Holdings Bill—Order for resuming adjourned debate on Question 
[247H Marcu], “ That the Bill be now read a second time,” read. 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, BE.) .. “ wi Pe -. 187 , 
Bill, by leave, withdrawn. 
Post Orrice (TELEPHONE AGREEMENT). 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That a Select Committee be appointed 
to consider the Agreement of the 2nd day of February, 1905, between 
the Postmaster-General and the National Telephone Company, and to 
report whether it is desirable in the public interest that the Agreement 
should become binding; That Mr. Beckett, Mr. Benn, Sir Horatio ( 
Davies, Mr. Helme, Sir William Holland, Mr. Morrison, Mr. Joseph 
Nolan, Sir Charles Renshaw, Colonel Royds, and Mr. Stuart-Wortley be 
members of the Committee ; That the Committee have power to send 
for persons, papers, and records ; That three be the quorum.” —(The 
Postmaster-General.) 


Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) #3 a sts Si .. 188 
Lhe Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) °.. 188 


Motion adjourned. 


Adjourned at eight minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, l4rx APRIL, 1905. 


(lommission.—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :— 
1, Army (Annual). 
2. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1). 


3. Leeds Corporation (Consolidation). 


House adjourned during pleasure 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Littlehampton Urban District Council Bill [#.1.]—The King’s consent 


signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 


Barrymore Estate Bill [u.u ].—Read 2* .. 


Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill; Epping Gas Bill; Great Eastern Rail- 
way Bill; Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water Bill; Loughborough 
Corporation Bill; Norwich Union Life Insurance Society Bill; Weybridge 
and Walton-upon-Thames Electric Supply Bill—Read 2*, and cominitted.. 


London and India Docks Company Bill [1...].—Read 2" (according to order), 
and committed. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of 


Selection 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [u.t.]; East Cowes Gas Bill [#.1.]; Orphan 
Working School and Alexandra Orphanage Bill [#...].—Read 3*, ard passed, 


and sent to the Commons 
Walker and Wallsend Union Gas Bill.—Read 3", and passed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Poor Law) Bill.—Brought from the Commons 


North Sussex Gas Bill; Hitchin and District Gas Bill; Woolwich Borough 
Council Bill; Dublin Corporation (Superannuation) Bill—Brought from 
the Commons ; read 1*, and referred to the Examiners 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [x...].—A Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of ‘Trade under the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Bolsover Gas, Denbigh Water, 
Formty Gas, Hayling Water, and Stavely Gas.—Was presented by the 
Karl Waldegrave (for the Lord Privy Seal (M. Salisbury) ); read 1*; te be 
printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 52.) .. ‘ve - es 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 1) Bill 
[uL.] (No. 53). —A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order made by the Board of 
Fducation under the Education Acts, 1870 to 1903, to enable the London 
County Council to put in force the Lands Clauses Acts. And ad 
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Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 2) Bill 
[x.L.] (No. 54).—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order made by the Board 
of Education under the Education Acts, 1870 to 1903, to enable the London 
County Council to put in force the Lands Clauses Acts. Were presented 
by the Lord President (E. Vane (M. iii ); read 1l*; to be seam 
and referred to the Examiners 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill (No. 55) ; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill (No. 56) ; ae Government Provi- 
sional Orders (Poor Law) Bill (No. 5 7).—Read 1*; to be printed ; and 
referred to the Examiners - = ey a a ‘ 


PETITIONS. 


StreET Bettine Biv [H.1.].—Petition in favour of; of Inhabitants of the 
Urban District of Milnrow, in the county of Lancaster ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table.. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Arrica, No. 4 (1905).—Reports from the Director of Agriculture on the Govern- 
ment farms at Nairobi and Naivasha in the East Africa Protectorate, for 
the year 1904 ; and on the prospects of settlers 


Inp1AN Po.ice.—Report of the Indian Police Commission, and resolution of 
the Government of India 


Soutn Arrica.—Report of the South African Native Affairs Commission, 
1903-1905 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—-No. 3339. Colombia (Santa Marta). 
No. 3340. Italy (Venice). 
No. 3341. Japan (Hakodate). 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 


Private Leaistation Procepure (ScoTLAND) Act, 1899 (ValsLey Disrricr 
TRAMWAYS ORDER).—Report by the Boara of Trade respecting the above 
Provisional Order, and the objects thereof, Laid before the House (pur- 
suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Private LEGISLATION PRocEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899.—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the following Lord be proposed to the House 
as a member of the panel of Lords to act as Commissioners under the Act, 
viz., Lord Stanley of Alderley ; agreed to; and the said Lord appointed 
accordingly 


House adjourned at half-past Four o'clock, to Monday the 
8th of May next, a quarter-past Four o'clock, 
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The House met at Twelve of the clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Dublin Corporation (Superannuation) Bill; Hitchin and District Gas 
Bill ; Woolwich Borough Council Biil.—Read the third time, and passed 


Great Western Railway (New Railways) Bill.—As amended, considered ; 
A clause added ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 


(Poor Law) Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill—‘‘ To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888. relating to Woolwich,” presented by Mr. Bonar Law ; 
supported by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 174.] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, The Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1860, and The 
Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1902, relating to Denny and Dunipace, 
Grangemouth, Inverness, Pollokshaws, Renfrew, Rutherglen, and Uphall,” 
presented by Mr. Bonar Law; supported by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 175.] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orde:s (No. 5) Bill.—‘‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Andover, Burslem (Extension to Tunstall), 
Hessle, Litherland, Little Hulton, Penmaenmawr, Ravensthorpe, Stratford- 
upon-Avon, Surbiton, and Tewkesbury,” presented by Mr. Bonar Law ; 
supported by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 176.] 


Wigan Corporation Bill.—Petition for additional Provision ; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 33 wie a on 


Meg3SAGE FROM THE LORDS, 


That they have agreed to—Walker and Wallsend Union Gas Bill, with- 
out Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to extend the time for 
th» construction of certain works authorised by The Leeds and Liverpool 
Canal Act, 1891; to confer further powers on the Leeds and Liverpool Canal 
Company ; and for other purposes.” [Leeds and Liverpoel Canal Bill 
(Lords. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act for incorporating and conferring powers 
on the Kast Cowes Gas Company.” | Kast Cowes Gas Bill [ Lords. | 
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And also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm the amalgamation of the 
Institutions known as the Orphan Working School, the Alexandra Orphanage 
for Infants, and the Convalescent Seaside Home for Orphans ; to alter the 
name of the President, Vice-Presidents, Treasurer, and Governors of the 
Orphan Working School; to vest in them the property of the Alexandra 
Orphanage for Infants; to confer further powers on them ; and for other 
purposes.’ a sasenices he School and Alexandra Orphanage Bill 
[Lords.] .. m ‘ ‘ ‘ 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [Lorps]; East Cowes Gas Bill [Lords] ; 
Orphan Working School and Alexandra Orphanage Bill [Lords]. Read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


AcricutturaL Rates Act, 1896, Erc., Continuance BILu.—Petition of the 
Scottish Chamber of Agriculture, in favour; to lie upon the Table .. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates, CoNGESTED Districts, AND Burcu LaNnp Tax RELIEF 
(Scottanp) Act, 1896.—Petitions for continuance; from the Borde 
Union Agricultural Society; Kippen; and Lesmahagow ; to lie upon the 


Table 


CoMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO Crops Bitt.—Petition of the Scottish Chamber 
of Agriculture, in favour; to lie upon the Table 


Docs Bitt.—Petition of the Scottish Chamber of ae to lie upon the 
Table “s , ‘ “ ies 


Tiquor Trarric Locat Veto (ScoTLanD) Bitt.—Petitions in favour; from 
Bridge of Weir; Dundee; Edinburgh; Galashiels; Locharbriggs; and 
Perth ; to lie upon the Table .. ; és es - = ie 


Loca AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATIONS OF WoMEN) BILL.—Petition from Wands- 
worth, against ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s SIsTER BILL.—Petition from Oxenhall, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Pusuic Lisraries Biti.—Petition from Wandsworth, against; to lie upon 
the Table bee 


SaLe oF Butter Bitt.—Petition from Wandsworth, in favour ; to lie upon the 


Table 


Sate oF Wuisky Biti.—Petition from Wandsworth, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table. 


VaccInaTION Biti.—Petition from Wandsworth, against ; to lie upon the Table 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CoLLEGE Carter Act, 1871 (Universiry CoLLeGE or SHEFFIELD).—Paper 
[presented 13th April] to be printed. [No. 127.] - as 


ELEMENTARY ScHoot TEAcHERS (SUPERANNUATION) Act, 1898.—Paper [pre- 
sented 13th April] to be printed. [No. 128.] ; ea a “a 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS (SUPERANNUATION) Act, 1898 (ScoTLAND) 1899. 
—Paper [presented 13th April] to be printed. [No. 129.] 


Souta Arrica (AuTHoRIty or High CommisstoNer).—Return [presented 13th 
April] to be printed. [No. 130.] ‘ wi ‘ “a 


Rattways ABANDONMENT.—Copy presented, of Report, under The Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, by the Board of Trade respect- 
ing the Paisley District Tramways Order and the objects thereof [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 131.] 


Soutu Arrica.—Copy presented, of Report of the South African Native Affairs 
Commission, 1903-5 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Arrica (No. 4, 1905).—Copy presented, of Reports from the Director of Agri- 
culture on the Government Farms at Nairobi and Naiwasha, in the Kast 
Africa Protectorate, for the year 1904, and on the Prospects of Settlers [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PouiticAL DISABILITIES OF ScoTTISH PEERS.—Question, Master of Elibank 
(Edinburgh Midlothian) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour aa Pe : 


Repuction oF NavaL ARMAMENTS—INTERNATIONAL UNDERSTANDING.— 
Question, Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield); Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour the =f A: AE ay up Aa ae 


VACANCIES FOR SEcoND CLAss CLERKS.—Question, Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, 
Abercromby) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


Pupits Freres 1n Ir1sH Mopet Scroois.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) 
Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish 


DIsTURBANCES AT Mr. Kensit’s MEETING Av ConSETT.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers Douglas 


UNESTABLISHED RurAaL AUXILIARY PostMEN IN IRELAND.—Question, 
Mr. Duffy (Galway, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


Berra (SoutH Arrica) Post OrricE—DELAY IN RETURNING UNDELIVERED 
PostaL Packets.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire); Answer, Lord 
Stanley = os ‘ wa kia es 


Pay oF Post Orrice ProvinciaL NigHT MresseNcGerS.—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


LEARNERS PERFORMING Post Orrice Duties.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 
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‘a Date oF Discussion on Post Orrice EstimaTEs.—Question, Mr. Nannetti ; 
i Answer, Lord Stanley... ‘a ” - 2% - 
pet 
i ARMOURED CRUISERS.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester); Answer, Mr. 
Gi Pretyman pa wie ve , i ‘ 4 ‘ 
THE UNEMPLOYED BILL—APPLICATION TO ScOTLAND.—Question, Mr. Findlay 
if (Lanarkshire, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson is 
; Fish CarRIAGE FROM THE NortH oF ScoTLAND.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson “x 
Port or Ness HarBouR—Work oF Messrs. D. and T. STEVENSON.—Question, 
Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson ots ss rr ee 
: Income Tax ON ARREARS OF RENT PAID UNDER THE IRISH LAND AcT.— 
: Question, Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth); Answer, Mr. Austen 
; Chamberlain ae : ns ae : 
t 
ik Balance SHEET OF Post Orrice Savincs Bank.—Question, Dr. Macnamara 
(Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Post Orrice AND TRUSTEE Savincs Banks.—Question, Dr. Macnamara ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
SUPPOSED COMPLAINT AGAINST CONSTABLE PAKENHAM.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson Le es 
BFA 
GoLtp Output or TRANSVAAL Mines—WuiITE AND CoLourED Laspour Em- 
PLOYED.—Question, Dr. Macnamara ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 
New Fie_tp Guns ror 4TH West Yorks VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY.—Question, 
Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, Brightside) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 
SELECTION (STanpiInG CommiTrEes).—Mr. Hausey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; That they had discharged the following Member from 
serving on the Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure :—Mr. Waldron; and had appointed in’ substitution : Mr. 
Joseph Nolan. 
Report to he upon the Table... oe oe .- + + . 
Lunacy Act Amendment (London) Bill.—Order for Second Reading upon 
f Wednesday, 3rd May, read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn os os 
Land Values (Assessment and Rating) Bill.—(Seconp Reapine.].—Order 
for Second Reading read. 
: Mr. Trevdyan (Yorkshire, W. R., Elland) oa “i oe ee 
; Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now read a second 


j time.” 


Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) ao - 1 + 
Mr. Ronnant (Finsbury, Holborn) oe - - oe ee 


a ne 


- 
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Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went, and, being returned, 
Mr. Speaker reported the Royal Assent to— 
1. Army (Annual) Act, 1905. 
2. Local Government Board’s Provisioatl Orders Confir.nvtion (No. 1) 
Act, 1905. 
5. Leeds Corporation (Consolidation) Act, 1905. 
Land Values (Assessment and Rating) Bill.—Question aguin proposed, 
“ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. Remnant : ae ie 3 a ae .. 2323 
Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ That,’ to the end of 
the Question in order to add the words, ‘a satisfactory reform of the 
present system of local taxation must be arrived at not by piecemeal 
and partial treatment, but by such legislation as will secure fair and 
equitable results to all classes of the community.’ ””°—(Mr. Remnant.) 
—instead thereof.” 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Harmood Banner (Liverpool, Everton) ue ve ae .. 240 
Mr, Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) 54 ws oF =f es .. 244 
Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) Pe ae ts sg = oo ee 
Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) as 254 
The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lew son, York- 

shire, N.R., Thirsk) : ws me ars me «« 200 


Mr. Henry Kimber (W andsworth) 
Question put. 


Sa oe 204 


The House divided :—Ayes, 202; Noes, 112. (Division List No. 141). 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
The Bill was then read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Law, ete.”—(Mr. Trevelyan). 


And, it being after half-past Five of the clock, and objection being taken to 
further proceeding, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That this House do now adjourn,” 
—(Sir A, Acland-Hood.) 
Mr.MacVeagh (Down, S.) ve * ais -. 268 
Whereupon Mr. SpEaKER, in pursuance of Standing Order No. 3, adjourned 
the House without Question put. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six o’Clock till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, litH APRIL, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. Speaker’s ApsENcE.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table in- 
formed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, owing to 
indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. JAMEs WILLIAM LowTuER, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order - oe 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitts [Lorps] (StanpInG ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WitH).—Mr. Deputy-SprakeEr laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Barry Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Clacton Improvement Bill [Lords]; Commercial Union Assur- 
ance Bill [Lords]; Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill [Lords]; Preston 
Corporation (Ribble Navigation) Bill [Lords]; Rhymney Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Truro Water Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time ev ac es 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Biiis [Lorps] (No StanpIna OrpERS ApPLICABLE).—-Mr. 
DepuTy-SreakeEr laid upon the Tabie Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, viz. :—Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydfil 
Scheme Confirmation) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow.. or AE 
Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill.—Read the third time, and passed .. 


Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill [Lorps].—Entre Rios Railways Bill 
[Lords]. [Not amended], considered ; to be read the third time .. a 


Clyde Navigation Bill [Lorps].—Hastings Harbour Bill [Lords]; Hessle Gas 
Bill [Lords]; Marylebone Chapels Bill [Lords] ; eee Railway Bill 
[Lords.] Read a second time, and committed ‘ 


Mexborough and Swinton Tramways (Extension of oe Bill epi 
To be read a second time To-morrow 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways (Extension - eas _ aie 
Read a second time, and committed Re 


Mullinger, Kells, and Drogheda Railway Bill (sy OrpEr).—Second 
Reading deferred till Thursday, 18th May .. ee oe e e 
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ParisH Trusts (ScoTtanb), (No. 1).—Return ordered, ‘ (1) of all and every sum 
or sums of money, or other funds or properties, heritable or moveable, which 
have been given, mortified, or bequeathed wholly or mainly for the benefit of 
the inhabitants of the Parish, or any of them, as such inhabitants, or for any 
public purpose connected with the Parish, and which have become vested 
in or are administered by the Parish Council, in the following form— 


Parish of County of 
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among 
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and purpose ot 
ticn, or bequest, 


e. 


beneficiaries 


the Trust was dist 


y which such invest- 
during the year 1904. 


income derived from 


Trust during the year. 


Act, 1894; and, if so, by 


, description, 
gift, mortifica 





constitution and the last title are 


the Parish Council under Section 
30 of the Local Government (Scot- 





whose custody they are deposited. 


and, if so, from what date. 


during the year 1904. 





Describe title deeds, and state in 
State in what register the deed of 
Amount distributed to beneficiaries 
Has the Trust been transferred to 


Rate of interest obtained from said 
State whether interest is in arrear ; 
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And (2) of the Parochial and other Trusts upon which the Parish Council 
have applied for representation in terms of Section 30 of The Local Govern- 
ment (Scotland) Act, 1894 :— 





Names of T rusts upon which ane 
the Parish Council have made Person or body to | Has appli- Where application has 
application for representation in | whom application | cation been been refused, state 
terms of Section 30 of The Local was made, | granted ? grounds on which such 
Government (Scotland) Act, 1894. | refusal was based. 





























(Mr. Haldane.) oe re Ss + 25 
Parish Trusts (ScoTLAND), (No. 2).—Return ordered, “ (1) of all and every 
sum or sums of money, or other funds or properties, heritable or moveable, 
which have been given, mortified, or bequeathed wholly or mainly for the 
benefit of the inhabitants of the Parish, or any of them, as such inhabitants, 
or for any public purpose connected withthe Parish, other than the purposes 
excepted from the operation of Sub-section (1) of Section 30 of the Local 
Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, and which have become vested in or are 
administered by the kirk session or heritors and kirk session or minister of the 
Parish, or the kirk session or deacons’ court or managers or vestry of a congre- 
gation belonging to any religious denomination, in the following form— 
Parish of County of 
' | | 
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And (2) of Trusts which have beeu transferred by the kirk session or 
other trustees as aforesaid in terms of Section 30 (1) of The Local Govern- 
ment (Scotland Act, 1894— 








Has Trust been transferred to Parish Council 


Name of Trust. Date of Transfer. or to persons appointed by them. 
In the latter case, give names of such persons. 
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Bureu Trusts (ScoTLAND).—Return ordered (1) of ail and every sum or sums of 
money, or other funds or properties, heritable or moveable, which have 
been given, mortified, or bequeathed wholly or mainly for the benefit of the 


inhabitants of the Burgh, or any of them, 
public purpose connected with the Burgh, 


as such inhabitants, or for any 
and which have become vested in 


or are administered by the town council, or any member or members thereof, 
in the following form— 
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Rate of interest obtained from said 
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State whether interest is in arrear ; 
and, if so, from what date. 





County of 








constitution and the last title are 


whose custody they are deposited. 
recorded. 


Describe title deeds, and state in 
State in what register the deed of 
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Amount distributed to beneficiaries 


during the year 1904. 
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beneficiaries 


whom the Trust was distributed 


during the year 1904. 
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Page 


And (2) of Trusts which have been transferred by the Town Council, or 


members thereof, in terms of Section 30 (1) of The Local Government Scot-’ 
__ land) Act, 1894— 


Name of Trust. 


Date of Transfer. 





—(Mr. Haldane.) . 


By-Laws 1n Rura Districts.—Return ordered, “ showing, as regards each 
rural district in England and Wales, the area, population, and number of 
parishes, whether there are in force any By-laws with respect to new streets 
and buildings, and, if so, the scope of such By-laws, in the following form— 

10. 
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3. 


4. 


Has Trust been transferred to Parish Council 
or to persons appointed by them. 


oe 


In the latter case, give names of such persons. 


977 





Rural District. 


Area of District in acres. 


Population according to Census of 
1901. / 





Number of parishes in District. 





If in excess of Rural Model, whether 
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—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse) es 


they contain any additional pro- 
visions as regards the materials to 


be used in the structure of walls. 
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Scottish Cuurcn DispuTe.—Questions, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ; 
Answers, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, EK.) Ag x ae ee Re ae 


THE Customs Votr.—Question, Mr. Ernest Grav (West Ham, N.); Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


Lorp'SELBORNE AND THE LIBERAL Unionist CLur.—Question, Mr. John Camp- 
bell (Armagh, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 


REDISTRIBUTION.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Pusiic Accounts ComMirTees Reports.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


NEW BILLS. 


Lunacy Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Lunacy Acts,” presented by Mr. Attorney- 
General ; supported by Mr. Solicitor-General ; to be read a second time 
upon Tvesday, May 2nd, and to be printed. [Bill 179] 


County Courts (No. 2) Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Law relating to County Courts,” 
presented by Mr. Attorney-General ; supported by Mr. Solicitor-General ; 
to be read a second time upon Tuesday, May 2nd, and to be printed. [Bill 
180] " - es “is ed as - ~ “3 es 


Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance Bill.—|Seconp Reapinc]. 
—Order for Second Reading read. 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) - a “ - = “5 he 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Sir H. Campbe'l-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) .. ae ae ne 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, FE.) .. - ra ‘i - “i Ka és 
Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) . oe 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) 


Amendment proposed— 


“ To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, in 
order to add the words, ‘ No Bill dealing with the severe burden of the 
local rates on the agricultural industry will be satisfactory or afford per- 
manent relief which does not provide for a contribution payable by 
the owners of land based on its selling value, and utilise the fund so 
provided to relieve the ratepayers of a substantial portion of the burdens 
which result from the local payment of national services and from the 
incidence of existing rates on buildings and improvements, instead of 
adopting the crude and unfair method of paying half the rates on agri- 
reine land out of the Imperial Exchequer ” (Mr. Whitley)—instead 
thereof.” 
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Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) i a3 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W.R., Pudse 4) 
Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) .. 
Mr _ Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Burghs) .. 
Mr. Luke White (Yorkshire, E.R., Buckrose) 
Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelm sford) ‘ : 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, ( 'rickl: ade) .. 
Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) = 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ; 
Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire. Barnstaple) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned till this 
Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Swansea Corporation Bill (By OrpeR).—Order for Consideration, as amended, 
read. 


Sir George Newnes (Swansea Town) 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 13, line 18, to leave out the word ‘ thirty” and insert 
the word * sixty ’"—(Sir George Newnes)—instead thereof.” 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘ thirty’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) .. 

Mr. Allhusen (Hackney, Central) 

Mr. Higham (Yorkshire, W.R., Sowerby) . 
Mr. Rose (Cambridgeshire, Nemwarket) 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 153; Noes, 111. (Division List No. 142.) 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance Bill.—Order read, for 
resuming adjourned debate on Amendment to Question [17th April], “ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.’ 


Which Amendment was— 
“ To leave out from the word * That,’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘ no Bill dealing with the severe burden of the 
local rates on the agricultural industry will be satisfactory or afford 


xli 


Page 


351 


354 
358 
362 
367 
370 
372 
373 
377 
380 
382 
385 
387 


388 
389 


391 
393 
394 
396 
397 








xiii TABLE OF CONTENTS, : 
Apr. 18.] Page 


permanent relief which does not provide for a contribution payable 
by the owners of land based on its selling value, and utilise the fund so 
provided to relieve the ratepayers of a substantial portion of the 
burdens which result from the local payment of national services, and 
from the incidence of existing rates on buildings and improvements, in- 
stead of adopting the crude and unfair method of paying half the rates 
on agricultural land out of the Imperial Exchequer.’—( Mr. Whitley)— 
instead thereof.” 


Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


Mr. Soares v5 as ie ‘is a me e .. 401 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkcudbrightshive) es es i .. 406 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) e a et. ks .. 407 
Mr. A. K. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) ee a $s .. 409 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) a a Ae .. 410 
Mr. Peel (Manchester, 8.) ie i st es zs .. 413 
Mr. Markham (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) .. ei as .. 415 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, Newport) .. - es .. 416 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) re ; ka ~~ 438 


Question put, and agreed. 

Main Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 174; Noes, 59. (Division List No. 145.) 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Wednesday, 5rd May. 


Public Road (Ireland) Bill.—Read a second time, and committed for this 
day. Se a= AG) adhe ki. Cag RA gig ee 


Adjourned at twelve minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, IxtnH APRIL, 1605. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. SPEAKER’s ABSENCE.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informed 
the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, owirg to continued 
indisposition. 





Whereupon Mr. JAMES WILLIAM LowTHER, the Chairman of Ways and | 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order... a e is -- 421 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitts [Lorps] (STANDING OrpDERS NoT PREvioUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Depury-Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading | 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—East Cowes Gas Bill 
[Lords]; Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [Lords]; Orphan Working School 
and Alexandra Orphanage Bill [Lords]; Southend and Colchester Light 
Railways Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time i ae ne .. 42) 
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Provision OrpER BiLis (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
wiTH).—Mr. Deputy-SpEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Order (No. 2) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Tuesday, May 2nd 


Great Western nsabtied sees ebb Bill —Read the third time, and 


passed oe Pe 


Aberdare Urban District Council Bill (cHANcip rrom “ ABERDARE TRAM- 
ways Biti’’).—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Aylesbury Gas Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 
Colne Corporation Bill.—As amended, considered; Amendments made ; 
Bill to be read the third time .. ‘s a ba oe i ae 


Ealing Corporation Bill.—South Oxfordshire Water and Gas Bill.—As 
amended, considered; to be read the third time .. ists Be He 


Nine Mile Point Railway Bill [Lorps].—Worcestershire County Council 
(Bridges) Bill. Read a second time, and committed as oe 


Mexborough and Swinton Tramways (Extension of ee Bill or 
(BY ORDE R).—Read a second time, and committed . 


Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland Railways Bill (py Orper).— 
Adjourned Debate on Question baa ai further ae see till this 
Evening’s Sitting a : - , ; i? i 


Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydvil Scheme easinaaia Bill 


{Lorps].—Read a second time, and committed pe ‘ ° 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bil!.—‘‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 188s, relating to Barnet, Brockenhurst, Farnham, Gosport 
and Alverstoke, Houghton-le-Spring and District (Amendment), Lichfield, 
Ludlow, Lytham, St. Albazs (Rural), and Ware,” presented by Mr. Bonar 
Law; supported by Mr. Victor Cavendish; read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 181} ke = ze He a: oe 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—‘ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Bishop’s Stortford, Dover (Extension), 
Hemsworth aad Pistrict, Marlborough, Tottington, and Woking (Chertsey 
Extension),” presented by Mr. Bonar Law; supported by Mr. Victor 
Cavendish ; read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Pills, and to be printed. [Bill 182] nie as es o- 
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Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill—“ To con- 
firm a Provisional Order of the Local Government Board for Ireland, under 
The Local Government (Ireland) (No. 2) Act, 1900,” presented by Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland ; supported by Mr. Walter Long; read the 
first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 183) 


Divorce Biitis.—Mr. Attorney-General, Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland, Mr. 
Serjeant Hemphill, Sir John Kennaway, Sir Joseph Leese, The Lord- 
Advocate, Sir Robert Reid, Mr. Solicitor-General, and Mr. Thomas Shaw, 
were nominated members of the Select Committee on Divorce Bills. 


Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to communicate to the House copies of the Minutes of 
Evidence and Proceedings, together with documents deposited in the 
case of McConnell’s Divorce Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Select Committee on Divorce Bills 
that they do hear Counsel and examine Witnesses for McConnell’s 
Divorce Bill [Lords], and also that they do hear Counsel and examine 
Witnesses against the Bill, if the parties concerned think fit to be heard 
by Counsel and produce Witnesses.—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


PETITIONS. 


CANADIAN AND ForeIGNn Store CattLe (IMPORTATION INTO GREAT BRITAIN).— 
Against alteration of existing regulations ; and Motor-Cars, for alteration of 
regulations, Petition from Appin ; to lie upon the Table 


Does (Protection) Bitt.—Petitions in favour ; from Lancashire and Cheshire ; 
and the Southern Counties ; to lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric LocaL Veto (ScorLanp) Bitt.—Petitions in favour; from 
Burghead ; Carnoustie; Glasgow (five); Larkhall; Leith; Montrose ; 
Perth ; Rothesay ; and Sanquhar ; to lie upon the Table 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED Wire’s Sister Brti.—Petitions against ; from 
Heybridge ; and Kew and other places ; to lie upon the Table 


MERCHANDISE Marks Biti.—Petition from Huddersfield, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table : 


MunicrpaL Francuise (Companies) Biti.—Petition from Huddersfield, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table i - 


Ratinc oF Macuinery Biti.—Petition from Huddersfield, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table 


Sate or Iyroxicatinc Liquors (Sunpay) Bitit.—Petitions in favour; from 
Lincoln ; and Market Drayton ; to lie upon the Table 


SECONDARY Epucation.—Petition of Thomas Allen, for alteration of the Order 
in Council of the 6th March, 1902; to lie upon the Table 


Page 


424 


424 

















TABLE OF CONTENTS. xlv 


Apr. 18.] : Page 
SuMMARY JURISDICTION (CHILDREN) BiitLt.—Petition from Bristol, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 5a * ‘3 er ee ‘a $4 ei 424 


Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT Bi__.—Petition from Bristol, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table ks “i oe zi as sie - se .. 424 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
DRAWBACK ON ToBacco StaLks.—Question, Mr. Duncan (Yorkshire, W.R., 


Otley) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain wh ee és + .- 425 


TELEGRAPHIC WITHDRAWALS FROM Post OFFICE SAVINGS BANK.—Question, Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, Lord Stanley... ‘3 bia .- 425 


TEMPORARY HANDS IN THE Post Orrice ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT ACTING AS 
LINESMEN.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answer, Lord Stanley 425 


West Inptan Mart Contract—--RoyaL Matt SteEAM NAVIGATION CoMPANY.— 
Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 426 


SoRTERS IN East CENTRAL SECTION OF SORTING AND REGISTERED LETTER OFFICES 
—PunisHMent Duty.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley os es = mre ae sg we .- 426 


HupDERSFIELD Post Orrick ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENTSHIP.—Question, Sir 
James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) ; Answer, Lord Stanley Pe -- 437 


Scotcu Lanp Law Postrion or Lessor uNDER A BuitpiInc LEAsE.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross); Answer, Mr. Scott 


Dickson me se a re a fs ne as a ae 427 


EvIcTION OF CROFTERS-ON THE CULLODEN Estate, Biack Is_e, Ross-sHIRE.— 


Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson a ae "ie 2. 428 
Inrant Mortatity.—Question, Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.); Answer, Mr. 

Gerald Balfour oe ae ee a ss zy aie a .. 428 
County or LonpoN—RATEABLE VALUE AND NoN-REPRESENTATION.—Question, 

Mr. Claude Hay ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour re pe i -- 429 
GAMBLING IN FuTURES AND OpTIONs, ETC.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 

Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ae EP a ae 4 ~~» 429 
PostrIoN OF THE Buoy at THE Entrance to Loucnu Foyite.—Question, Mr. 

O’Doherty ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ik Le wa wa ~« 4239 
ILLEGAL TRAWLING BY ForeIGN Boats MANNED BY BritisH CREws.—Question, 

Mr. Harmsworth (Caithness-shire) ; Answer, Sir Robert Finlay... -. 430 
FinanciaL Controu In Maceponta.—Question, Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E.) ; 

Answer, Earl Percy es én - aia 2a we “a -- 451 
Civin SeRvice—SaLaries or Assistant CLeRKS.—Question, Mr. Nannetti 

(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. “<a « 


GENERAL INpex To “ Hansarp ” ExTenDING over A LoNG Pertop.—Question, 
Mr. J: H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. eo. 431 











x1vi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Apr, 18.] j 
ANNua LeAvE IN THE CUSTOMS Service.—Question, Mr. Claude Hay ; Answer, 
Mr. Victor Cavendish .. i ne es ea es % 


H.M.S. “ Prince GeorGsE” in CoLLISION WITH A GERMAN VESSEL—LIABILITY 
FoR DAMAGE OF GERMAN GOVERNMENT.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth ; 


Answer, Mr. Pretyman age ees 6 ie 2 ae a 
OpsoLeTE WARSHIPS.—Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis; Answer, Mr. Pretymain 


Rocket PracticE By CoasTGuARDS AT REGATTAS.—Question, Sir Thomas 
Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. = 


CoASTGUARD SERVICE AT PoLpHU.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar; Answer, Mr. 
Pretyman Me ss es - + si ze - ‘ 


Boarp or AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENTAL CoMMITTEES.—Question, Mr. Lambert 
(Devonshire, South Molton) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes a 


Direct AND INpirEcT TAxATION.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire 
Cleveland) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Drepoeine or Irish Harspours.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. Victor 
Cavendish es a ; 


Cork Lunatic AsyYLUM—OVERCROWDING CAUSED BY PATIENTS FROM OTHER 
Districts.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 


Tue Irish Licuts Boarp.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


CULTIVATION OF BEET SuGar IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long ne 2 a ss Bs sie 


Nurses TRAINED IN Irish County Hospirats.—Question, Dr. Thompson ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long . os = ~ “i as - 


Tyrone County Hospirats anp TRAINING or NurskEs. — Question, Dr. 
Thompson ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long a be - *s 


ScHEDULE oF INrEcTIOUS DisEAsES IN JRELAND—MeASLES.—Question, Dr. 
Thompson ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long Ke 


APPLICATIONS OF EvIcTED TENANTS ON THE BOXWELL AND COOLRAE ESTATES.— 
Question, Mr. Ffrench ; Answer, Mr Walter Long .. : 


Evictep TENANTS IN CouNTy Tipperary FROM 1840 To 1869.—Question, Mr. 
Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. ie Ma a 


West InpiAN Matt SeErvice.—Question, Mr. Tankerville Chamberlayne 
(Southampton) ; Answer, Mr, Lyttelton Ka $5 ee - 


Irish Mititia REGIMENTS—ENLISTMENT Bounty.—Question, Dr. Thompson ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster as st 5 ae os rs 


Honorary Rank oF Magor-GENERAL FoR RetireD Army CoLoNELS.—Ques- 
tion, Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. 


Page 


132 


456 


456 


458 


438 


45, 


439 


459 














TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
Apr. 18.] 
PAYMENTS vor Stout Suppiiep To Army IN Sourn Arrica,—Question, Mr. 
J. H. Lewis; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster  .. ae i us 
Votinc DisquatiricaTion (Poor Law Removan Bitt).—Question, Mr. 
Schwann (Manchester, N.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour oe a a 
Miuttra Bitt.—Question, Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour ne ne ae ea = re ne oe “a ae 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


His Mayesty’s Navy—Prize Firrn« Resutts.—Question, Earl of Dalkeith ; 
Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Arthur Lee, Hampshire, 
Fareham) .. ne Re ne ag Be ae Be ae we 


VoLUNTEER BricapeE Masors.—Question, General Laurie (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for War, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster (Belfast, W.) - 2 <s “ “a i én én 


Promotion IN THE Royat Army Mepicat Corps.—Question, Dr. Thompson 
(Monaghan, N.); Answer Mr. Arnold-Forster i a a 


RECRUITING STATISTICS.—Question, General Laurie, and Mr. James O'Connor 
(Wicklow W.); Answer, Mr: Arnold-Forster oi a wa 

Extensions or Army Service.—Question, General Laurie; Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster  .. ‘i én oe ‘a os ae és 


Younc Army Recruits.—Question, General Laurie; Answer, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster we ae a ‘sia ‘ae Me oa ee a Sa 


TRANSVAAL ConstTITuTIoN.—Question, Mr. David Morgan (Essex, Waltham- 
stow); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, 
Warwick and Leamington) oe x a os “a ea es 


Rattways IN NortHern Nicerta.—Question, Mr. Skewes-Cox (Surrey, King- 
ston); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. Be we + < we + 


ADMINISTRATION OF INDIAN RalLwAys —Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts 
(Denbighshire, W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) .. ive a ie a es se 


JAPANESE SEIzuRES OF British Vessets.—Question, Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, 
S.); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Karl 
Percy, Kensington, 8.) .. «“ we _ i a - <a 


Sitver ComnaGe IN CrrcuLaTion.—Question, Mr. David Morgan; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Auste:: Chamberlain (Worcester- 
shire, E.) ee es os - 


SrripreD Tosacco.—Questions, Mr. Charles McArthur ; Answers, Mr; Austen 
Chamberlain ne oe os ae «a os Re Be 


SrrippED ToBacco—MEMORIAL FROM LIVERPOOL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE.— 
Question, Mr. Charles McArthur ; Answer, Mr, Austin Chamberlain ee 


xlvii 


Page 


410 


440 


410 


441 


413 


445 


itt 


44 


444 


445 


445 


446 








xlviii . TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Apr. 18.] 
InpustRIAL ALcoHoL CoMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Scott-Montagu (Hampshire, 
New Forest) ; Answer, Mr. Austin Chamberlain se i es 


SrampeD Receipt Forms ror Civi, Servants.—Question, Mr. Gretton; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, 
Derbyshire, W.) 


Civit SERVICE SUPERANNUATION.—Questions, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answers, 
Mr. Victor Cavendish and Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. os 


TELEPHONE AGREEMENT.—Question, Sir Walter Thornburn (Peebles and 
Selkirk), Mr. Louth (Islington, W.), and Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, The 
Postmaster-General, Lord Stanley (Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. 


CoMMITTEE ON THE FruIT INpusTRy.—Question, Mr. Arthur Morton (Deptford) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, 
Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) 


Lonpon RatEs.—Question, Mr. Benn (Devonport) ; Answer, The President of 
the Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) & 


SMALLPOX OUTBREAK ON THE R.M.S. “ Nive.’”’—Question, Sir Walter Foster 
(Derbyshire, Ilkston) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Frencu Suear Duties.—Question, Mr. Louth; Answer, The Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) 


AUSTRIAN SuGaR Freicuts To Inp1A.—Question, Mr. Louth; Answer, Mr. 
Bonar Law .. Ne ye ach ae Ms es ais - 


Lonpon Port anp Docks.—Question, Mr. Skewes-Cox ; Answer, Mr. Bonar 
Law ae sve aks ss si AE 


NortH WALEs QuARRIES.—Questions, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) ; Answers, 
Mr. Bonar Law... 


EpvucaTion Copres.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.); Answer, 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir William 
Anson, Oxford University) ye ne 


Sr. GeorGe’s, East BristoL, AND WricHts Hitt, Row.tey Reais, HIGHER 
GRADE CouNcIL ScHooLs.—Question, Dr. Macnamara; Answer, Sir 
William Anson... a - oa cae &s ¥ es ¥ 


BisHop OF MANCHESTER’S CIRCULAR TO THE NorTH OF ENGLAND EDUCATION 
AUTHORITIES.—Question, Mr, Higham (Yorkshire. W.R., Sowerby) ; 
Answer, Sir William Anson oe oi a as - ae ms 


CARISBROOKE CHuURCH.—Question, Mr. Arthur Morton ; Answer, Lord Balcarres 
(Lancashire, Chorley) . .. oe sa es 7 i 


Motor SrpeeD REGULATIONS FOR THE Parks.—Question, Mr. Scott-Montagu ; 
, Answer, Lord Balcarres .. ae We - ‘is - Hi “ 
ALLEGED ILLEGAL TREATING AT WEYMOUTH.—Questions, Mr. Lyell (Dorsetshire, 

E.) ; Answers, The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 


Page 


4465 


447 


447 


448 


449 


449 


450 














TABLE OF CONTENTS. xlix 
Apr. 13.] Page 


Scottish CuurcH DispuTE—EvIcTIONS oF MINISTERS AND CONGREGATIONS.— 
Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate 
(Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) ee ae a a .. 455 


SneeM TRADERS AND CARRIAGE OF Goops.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8. .. 456 
> d < 


SirtINGs oF THE LAND Commission AppEAL Court IN| GALWAY.—Question, 
Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ne a .. 456 


Mr. ArtHUR O’ConNnor’s Roscommon Estate.—Question, Mr. James O'Kelly 
(Roscommon, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. a ne Pr .. 497 


CouNCIL OF THE EmpireE.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire); Answer, The 
Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) a eis a hay ae ee rs oe oe 45 


Scottish Caurca DispuTe.—Question, Sir Andrew Agnew (Edinburgh, 8.), 
and Mr. Black; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... ms te .. 4857 


NEW BILLS. 


Lunacy Acts Amendment (London) (No. 2) Bill.—‘“ To authorise the London 
County Council to provide receiving houses for the reception of persons men- 
tally afflicted or alleged to be of unsound mind, and to authorise the detention 
of such persons in such houses, and for other purposes connected therewith,” 
presented by Sir John Tuke ; supported by Mr. John Burns and Mr. Benn ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday, May &th, and to be printed. [Bill 


184. ] 458 


Small Holdings (No. 3) Bill.—‘‘ 'o further facilitate the provision of Small 
Holdings,” presented by Mr. Channing; supported by Sir Walter Foster, 
Mr. Herbert Samuel, Mr. Price, Mr. Bright, Mr. Lyell, Dr. Hutchinson, Mr. 
George White, and Mr. Slack ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, May 
2nd, and to be printed. [Bill 185.] .. a a $4 te .. 458 


UnempeLoyep WorkKMEN. 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald Baljour, 
Leeds, Central) Ee ee sc me xs Pp  & 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That leave be given to bring in a 
Bill to establish organisation with a view to the provision of employ- 
ment or assistance for Unemployed Workmen in proper cases.” —(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hanilets, Poplar) .. a oP .. 461 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr Walter Long, and 
Me. Grant Lawson. 


VOL. CXLV. [FourtH Series, ] d 








Nl viii . TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Apr. 18] 
InDusTRIAL ALCOHOL ComMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Scott-Montagu (Hampshire, 
New Forest) ; Answer, Mr. Austin Chamberlain a we 


Stamped ReEcemrtT Forms ror Civin Servants.—Question, Mr. Gretton; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, 
Derbyshire, W.) 


Civit SERVICE SUPERANNUATION.—Questions, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.) ; Answers, 
Mr. Victor Cavendish and Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. is 


TELEPHONE AGREEMENT.—Question, Sir Walter Thornburn (Peebles and 
Selkirk), Mr. Louth (Islington, W.), and Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, The 
Postmaster-General, Lord Stanley (Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. = 


CoMMITTEE ON THE Fruit [Npustry.—Question, Mr. Arthur Morton (Deptford) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, 
Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) ‘ 


Lonpon Rates.—Question, Mr. Benn (Devonport) ; Answer, The President of 
the Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


SMALLPOX OUTBREAK ON THE R.M.S. “ Nine.”’—Question, Sir Walter Foster 
(Derbyshire, Ilkston) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. e: oe 


Frencu Sucar Duties.—Question, Mr. Louth; Answer, The Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) 


AusTRIAN Sucar Freicuts to Inpra.—Question, Mr. Louth; Answer, Mr. 
Bonar Law .. a ve +s we si ys at es 


Lonpon Port anp Docks.—Question, Mr. Skewes-Cox ; Answer, Mr. Bonar 
Law as ae Lg se ae es dis a SG ae 


NortH WALEs QuARRIES.—Questions, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) ; Answers, 
Mr. Bonar Law .. 


Epvucation CopEes.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.); Answer, 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir William 
Anson, Oxford University) i - 


Sr. GrorGe’s, East BristoL, AND WricHts Hitt, RowLey Reais, HicHER 
GRADE CouNnciL ScHoois.—Question, Dr. Macnamara; Answer, Sir 
William Anson... ¥s es ie ore i = is “ie 


BisHor oF MANCHESTER’S CIRCULAR TO THE NortuH oF ENGLAND EpvuCcATION 
AvuTHoRITIES.—Question, Mr. Higham (Yorkshire. W.R., Sowerby) ; 
Answer, Sir William Anson “ on “8 - os es - 


CARISBROOKE CHuURCH.—Question, Mr. Arthur Morton ; Answer, Lord Balearres 
(Lancashire, Chorley) . .. oe at Nagle me ei + 


Motor SpeeD REGULATIONS FoR THE Parks.—Question, Mr. Scott-Montagu ; 
Answer, Lord Balcarres .. i AY Be i i ors 


ALLEGED ILLEGAL TREATING AT WEYMOUTH.—Questions, Mr, Lyell (Dorsetshire, 
E.); Answers, The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 


Page 


446 


447 


447 


448 


449 


449 


450 


452 














Ap 


Sc 


Co 


Lu 


Sr 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. xlix 
Apr. 13.] Page 


Scottish Cuurcu DisputeE—Evictions oF MINISTERS AND CoNGREGATIONS.— 
Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate 
(Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) i ibe ce 7 .. 455 


SneEM TRADERS AND CARRIAGE OF Goops.—Questions, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) -- 456 


SirtiINcs oF THE LAND Commission AppEAL Court IN  GALWAy.—Question, 
Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 7 va .. 456 


Mr. ArtHuR O’Connor’s Roscommon Estatre.—Question, Mr. James 0’ Kelly 
(Roscommon, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. ee oe i <= ADT 


CouNcIL OF THE Emprre.—Question, Mr. Black (Banffshire); Answer, The 
Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) on es 3 as Py ‘ia ee ng .- 457 


Scottish Cuurcn Dispute.—Question, Sir Andrew Agnew (Edinburgh, S8.), 
and Mr. Black; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... es = a «+ 400 


NEW BILLS. 


Lunacy Acts Amendment (London) (No. 2) Bill. —‘ To authorise the London 
County Council to provide receiving houses for the reception of persons men- 
tally afflicted or alleged to be of unsound mind, and to authorise the detention 
of such persons in such houses, and for other purposes connected therewith,” 
presented by Sir John Tuke ; supported by Mr. John Burns and Mr. Benn ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday, May &th, and to be printed. [Bill 
184. | a w Y a i wd en ms “4 .. 458 


Small Holdings (No. 3) Bill.—‘* To further facilitate the provision of Small 
Holdings,” presented by Mr. Channing; supported by Sir Walter Foster, 
Mr. Herbert Samuel, Mr. Price, Mr. Bright, Mr. Lyell, Dr. Hutchinson, Mr. 
George White, and Mr. Slack ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, May 
2nd, and to be printed. [Bill 185.) .. “i os ss is .. 458 


UNEMPLOYED WorKMEN. 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald Baljour, 
Leeds, Central) oe ee rc ae ee we .. 459 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That leave be given to bring in a 
Bill to establish organisation with a view to the provision of employ- 
ment or assistance for Unemployed Workmen in proper cases.” —(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) .. - re .. 461 


Question put, and agreed to. 





Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour, Mr Walter Long, and 
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Unemployed Workmen Bill.—‘ To establish organisation with a view to the 
provision of employment or assistance for Unemployed Workmen in proper 


cases,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, May 3rd, and to be printed. [Bill 186.) 


ALIENS. 


The Secretary of State jor the Home Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine's) a ‘3 es - ‘ie .. 464 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That leave be given to bring in a 
Bill to amend the Law with regard to Aliens.”°-—(Mr. Secretary 
Akers-Doug!as.).— 
Sir Charles D lke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ite he -- 468 


Question put, and agreed te. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Mr. Attorney: -General, Mr. Cochrane, and Mr. Bonar Law. 


Aliens Bill.—‘* To amend the Law with regard to Aliens,” presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, May 
2nd, and to be printed. [Bill 187. ] 





Supety (Civin Services anp Revenue Departments Estrates).—Order 
read, for resuming adjourned debate on Question {April 13th], “ That Mr. 
Speaker do now leave the Chair (for Committee on Civil Services and Re- 
venue Departments Estimates).”—(S’r A. Acland-Hood.) 


Question again proposed, 
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Mr Crooks (Woolwich) “i +4 = 
Sir William Anson ae = wi xe e 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Supeiy. 

Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chaw.] 

Cryin Services AND REVENUE DepartTMENTs Estimates, 1905-6. Crass L— 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£31,700, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to cefray 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 5Ist day of March, 1906, for the House of Parliament Buildings.” 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


North British Railway (General Powers) Bill. [Seconp Reapine].— 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
Master of Elibank (Edinburgh, Midlothian) 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland Railways Bill [ny Orper].—Order 
read, for resuming adjourned debate on Question {12th April], ‘‘ That it be 
an Instruction to the Committee on the Great Northern (Ireland) and Mid- 
land Railways Bill to omit Clause 33 of the Bill.” 


Question again proposed. 
Mr. Wolff (Belfast), E.) .. ae ‘ 


Amendment proposed— 
** After the word ‘ omit,’ to insert the words ‘ Sub-sections (2) and 


(3) of” "—(Mr. Wolff.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) ike ar ae os me 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 
Ordered, thaé it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Great Northern 


(Ireland) and Midland Railways Bill to omit Sub-sec.ions (2) and (3) of 
Clause 33 of the Bill. 
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PHYSICAL DETERIORATION. 


. Mr. Slack (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) ¥% Ws se 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ~ ee a 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That, in the opinion of this House, 
local education authorities should be empowered) as unanimously re- 
commended by the Inter-Departmental Committee on Physical De- 
teriorarion, 1904) to make provision, under such regulations and con- 
ditions as they may decide, for ensuring that all the children at any 
public elementary school in their area shall receive proper nourishment 
before being subjected to mental or physical instruction, and for re- 
covering the cost, where expedient, from the parents or guardians.” — 


(Mr. Slack.) 


Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) . - 
Sur Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) a es 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘ where expedient from the parent or 
guardians,’ in order to add the words ‘ from the parents, and that when 
the parents are unable to defray the cost the relief be supplied by the 
Poor Law.’ ’”’—(Sir George Bartley,)—instead thereof. 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 
Sir W. Hart Dyke (Kent, Dartjord) 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) —. 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir W illiam 
Anson, Oxford University) . ce ea ve 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 100; Noes, 64. (Division List No: 144.) 


Main Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, and objection being taken to further 
Proceeding, Mr. Depury-SpEAKER proceeded to interrupt the Business. 


Whereupon Mr. Sxack rose in his place and claimed to move, “ That 
the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 93 ; Noes, 36. (Division List, No. 145.) 
Whereupon Mr. Deputy-Speaker declared that the Question was not 

decided in the affirmative, because it was not supported by the majority 


prescribed by Standing Order 27, and that the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Wednesday, May 3rd, 
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WoRKMEN’S TRAINS. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into the 
working and administration of the Cheap Trains Act, 1883, and to report 
whether any , and ,if so, what. amendments are reasonable and necessary 
to improve the service of Workmen’s Trains in the Metropolis and elsewhere 
to secure the provision of the accommodation required by Workmen by 
all Railway Companies. 


The Committee was accordingly nominated of, Mr. Bell, Colonel Bowles, 
Sir George Fardell, Mr. Fison, Mr. Galloway, Mr. Leverton Harris, Mr. 
Lough, Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Nannetti, Captain Norton, Mr. James 
O’Connor, Mr. Peel, Sir Harry Samuel, Mr. Ure, and Sir Thomas Wrightson, 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records, 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum.—(Str A. Acland-Hood.) 


Adjourned at twenty-seven minutes after Twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 19TH APRIL, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


. SPEAKER'S ABSENCE.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table in- 


formed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to 
continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. JAMES WILLIAM LowrTueR, the Ciairman of Ways and 


Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Western Railway (Additional Powers) Bill.—Hulifax Corporation 


Bill; Stockport Corporation Bill. As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time 


Private Briuuis, erc.—Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 128, and 230 ke 


suspended, and that the time for depositing Petitions and Memorials ag .inst 
Private Bills, or against any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Pro- 
visional Certificate, and for depositing duplicates of any Documents relating 
to any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Provisional Certificate, also 
for depositing at the Private Bill Office all Documents relating to any Order 
under The Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, be extended 
to the first day on which the House shall sit after the Recess.— (The Chair- 
man of Ways and Means) M4 a 5. ae ee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—*‘ To confirm certain 


Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Brentford, 


‘Ealing, Hanwell, Heston and Isleworth, Sale, Sheffield, and Sunderland,” 


presented by Mr. Grant Lawson ; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read 
the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bull 188] 
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PETITIONS. 


Liquor Trarric Loca Vero (ScoTLanp) Biii.—Petitions in favour; from 
Auchterarder ; Bonnyrigg ; Dalkeith ; Darvel; Glasgow ; Govan ; Green- 
ock; Perth; and Stevenston ; to lie upon the Table 


Loca AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WOMEN) BiLt.—Petition from Lee and 
other places, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RATES AND TAXEs.—Petition from Norwood and Dulwich, for reduction ; to 
lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


East Inpra (APPEALS).—Return [presented 17th April] to be printed. [No. 
134] im ea ei ‘3 is xe ¥ e a 


TRADE (FOREIGN CoUNTRIES AND British Possessions).—Copy presented, of 
Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions for 1904. Volume I. [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table ‘ xi * + “ 


TRANSVAAL.—Copy presented, of Papers relating to Constitutional Changes in 
the Transvaal [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


TRANSVAAL.—Copy presented, of Despatch transmitting Letters Patent and 
Order in Council providing for Constitutional Changes in the Transvaal [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Public Income AND EXPENDITURE.— Account presented, of the Gross Public 
Income and Expenditure in the year ended 31st March, 1905, together 
with the Balances in the Exchequer at the commencement and at the 
termination of the vear, and the amounts received into or issued from the 
Exchequer in respect of Funded and Unfunded Debt created or redeemed 
in the said year [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 135] 


SUPERANNUATION Act, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 12th 
April, 1905, granting to Matthew Henry Danily, Postmaster at Malpas, 
a Retired Allowance under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


SOMALILAND PROTECTORATE,—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
April 13th, 1905, as to audit of the Accounts of the Somaliland Protectorate 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


University oF GLAscow.—Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of the 
University of Glasgow for the year ending 30th September, 1904 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 136] .. : me We 


Treaty Series (No. 9, 1905).—Copy presented, of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and France respecting Commercial Relations between 
France and India. Signed at London, 19th February. 1903. Ratifications 
exchanged at London, 27th March, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table = we = ie : . , 
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TREATY Series (No. 10, 1905).—Copy presented, of Convention between the 
Uuited :Kingdom and France respecting Commercial Relations between 
France and the British Protectorates of East Africa, Central Africa, and 
Uganda. Signed at London, 23rd February, 1903. Ratifications exchanged 

at London, 27th March, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 575 


TREATY Sertes (No. 11, 1905).—Copy presented, of Convention between the ‘ 
United Kingdom and France respecting Commercial Relations between 
France and the Seychelles Islands. Signed at London, 16th April, 1902. 
Ratifications exchanged at London, 27th March, 1905 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table +i +3 ee és ne wa es - 
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TREATY Series (No. 12, 1905).—Copy presented, of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and France respecting Commercial Relations between 
France and Ceylon. Signed at London, 19th February, 1903.  Ratifica- 
tions exchanged at London, 27th March, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table ‘3 = wie a ‘3 - “i - “ 
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TrRaDE Reports (ANNUAL SeERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3342 to 3345 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table a as its Re es ae OG 


EMIGRATION AND ImmIGRATION.—Copy ordered, “‘ of Statistical Tables relating 
to Emigration and Immigration from and into the United Kingdom in 
the vear 1904, and Report to the Board of Trade thereon.”—(Mr. Bonar 


Law). 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 137] ss “ i 2 we i es <j .. 576 


Unirep Free Cuurcn or ScorhanpD AND THE FREE CuuRcH oF SCOTLAND 
(Litigation) (RoYAL Commission TO Sir JOHN CHEYNE).—Return ordered, 
‘showing the number, nature, and result of the litigations instituted in 
the Courts of Scotland since the Ist day of August, 1904, by persons repre- 
senting or purporting to represent, the Free Church of Scotland against the 
United Free Church of Scotland, or persons purporting to represent it, under 
the following heads— 
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Pubsiic ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS (SCHOLARSHIPS, ETC.).—Return ordered, “‘ show- I 
ing the provision made by local education authorities for enabling Scholars 
of Public Elementary Schools to proceed to Secondary Schools or to pupil 
teacher centres and preparatory classes connected therewith by means of I 
Exhibitions, Scholarships, Bursaries, payment of tuition fees, payment of 
travelling expenses, maintenance grants, etc., in the following form :— 
: : ; , . | 
Table A: Scholarships and Bursaries tenable by Scholars other than those who 
are pledged to become or who are Pupil Teachers. 
| | | | £ | 3 J 
| | a | 3 | Ei) 
a = ye eee a 
Number. | o = es twos 
a n a a = 
| = 5 a | ae a+ 
| § ate) > | 4 35 R 
| | = He es | 23 25 
| = 2 EE 2 | &8 3s 
| s0ys. | Girls. = &< S | wm Sin 
| | ( 
| | 
1. Scholarships | | 
2. Bursaries - - | | ( 
| | | | 
“And, similar Return in respect of Table B: Scholarships and Bur- | 
saries tenable only by Scholars who are pledged to become Pupil Teachers.” 
—(Dr. Macnamara). 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Sirrines oF RaILway ComMIsstoners.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Moulton) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish ia vr Bs in,” EO ( 
Ort Patntincs 1N ComMITTEE Rooms or THE House—INscriptions AND Re- 
PAIRS.—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N-.E.) ; . 
Answer, Lord Balearres. .. 8 32 ée - ; D78 
Bauutna (County Mayo) Postau Starr.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, 
N.); Answer, Lord Stanley ee oye os oe dt ek ae ONS 
ALLOWANCES TO ProvinctAL PostMeEN For INDooR Duties.—Question, Mr. 
Nelan (Louth, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. oO 
PostmMan’s Goon Conpuct Srripes.—Question, Mr. Nolan; Answer, Lord 
Stanley és ui ” vin bie bs ai sie & +. OO 
{EVISION OF GLAsSGow PostaL Starr.—Question, Mr. Nolan; Answer, Lord 
Stanley Bs w, on bs Ke er ate ie oe oa Oe 
Case OF TELEGRAPHIST Bootu.—Question, Mr. Claude Hiv; Answer, Lord 
Stanley “ bs < Bi - ¥ Hs a 7 .. 980 
EXAMINATION FoR CLERKSHIP IN THE Dustin Quit Rent Orrice.—Question, 
Mr. I. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish ud - “i .. 580 
ATTENDANCE IN THE “ PARLIAMENTARY Depates” Orrice.—Question, Mr. 
Channing (Northamptonshire, EH.) ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. a2 OOl 
PcRCHASE OF Trish Farms UNDER THE Lanp ActT—Stamp Duties.—Question, 
Mr. Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, W.); Answer Mr. Victor Cavendish v~ D8 
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Irish DratnaGE ScHeMes.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy; Answer, Mr. 
Victor Cavendish .. a ot ee ae =f - aa <a 


IssuE OF British PILOTAGE CERTIFICATES TO FoREIGNERS.—Question, Mr. 
Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law... ie ae 


Boys In RoyaL NavaLt ResERVE—ALLOWANCES.—Question, Mr. Charles 
McArthur; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law... Ue oe ee xg = 


PUNISHMENT OF CREWS FOR REFUSING TO SAIL IN BRITISH STEAMERS CARRYING 


CONTRABAND OF War.—Question, Mr. Robson (South Shields) ; Answer, ' 


Mr. Lyttelton aT ar ne ae ore oe ar Ae ei 


ScoTTisH GENERAL Atp GRANT.—Question, Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson e *, rae te 4 a 


GERMAN Tartrr Concessions TO British Goops.—Question, Sir Alfred Hick 
man (Wolverhampton); Answer, Earl Percy te oe ee ‘ke 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH CHINA.—Question, Sir Gilbert Parker (Graves- 
end); Answer, Earl Percy 


ACCIDENTS CAUSED BY Horse AND Motor TRAFFIC IN THE METROPOLIS.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Scott-Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest); Answer, Mr. Akers- 
Douglas... ae 3 me =e ae ay ap oF : 


Direct AND INpriREcT TAXATION.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) ; Answer, Mr. Austin Chamberlain .. oe ee a er 


Grants TO REINSTATED TENANTS ON THE KrtNnaston Estare.—Question, Mr. 
William Abraham (Cork County, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 


WAVENEY ScHoot, BALLYMENA.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8S.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. re “5 ‘4 bis = - se - 


Guy’s Scuoots, BALLYMENA.—Question, Mr. Sloan ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


SALARIES IN THE VETERINARY BRANCH OF THE IRISH De&PARTMENT OF AGRI- 
CULTURE.—Question, Mr. O'Kelly (Mayo, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


TREATMENT OF CATHOLIC OFFICIALS IN THE VETERINARY BRANCH OF THE IRISH 
DePARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE.—Question, Mr. O'Kelly; | Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long <4 p Mc 


Mruitia TRAINING.—Question, Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.); Answer, Mr. 
Arnold- Foster : 


tra West York ArtiLeRyY VoLUNTEERS.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Army Promorions.—Q testion, Mr. Mileolm (Saffolk, Stowmarket) ; Answer, Mr. 


Arnold- Forster - ae a, oi me me 1 ‘ 


Lozp Curzon’s Universtry Lecis,atron.—Question, Dr. Shipman (Northamp- 
ton); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy) 
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THE MuLLan.—Questions, Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar), Mr. 
Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby), Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, Earl Percy .. we o ss os A 


Dartmoor Prison.—Question, Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock); Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) - as ae es ¥% a 


FoREIGN PRISONERS AND Prison RuLES.—Question, Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrews- 
bury); Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas .. re 4 ‘ 


PROMOTION REGULATIONS IN THE Post OrFIceE.—Question, Mr. Nolan (Louth, 8.); 
Answer, The Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 


Lonpon RatEs.—Question, Mr. Benn (Devonport) ; Answer, The President of the 
Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


THE UnempLoysp Biitt.—Questions, Mr. Benn; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


Port Tyne Sanitary AuTHORITY.—Question, Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour fe sy 


CoNDEMNED Non-Provipep LonpoN ScHoo.s.—Questions, Mr. Benn ; Answers, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour a a 


BRUSSELS PERMANENT SuGAR CoMMIssIoN.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington,W.); 
Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar 
Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) - “s 7 is ; 


Imports OF RussIAN AND ARGENTINE SuGARs.—Questions, Mr. Lough ; Answers, 
Mr. Bonar Law ee 

LIGHTSHIPS AND WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY,.—Question, Major Seely (Isle of 
Wight); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ' 


Cost oF ELEMENTARY Epucation IN ENGLAND AND WALEs.—(Question, Dr. 
Macnamara (Camberwell, N.); Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Board of Education (Sir William Anson, Oxford University) an 


Cost oF Epucation 1n Lonpon.—Questiors, Mr. Benn and Dr. Macnamara ; 
Answers, Sir William Anson - Ey ~ 


SHaw BritisH Scuoo..—Questions, Mr. Emmott (Oldham); Answers, Sir 
William Anson 


Cost oF Epucation tn ScoTLAND.—Question, Dr. Macnamara; Answer, The 
~ . x . s 
Lerd-Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 


Cost of Epvucation in IreLranp.—Question, Dr. Macnamara; Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long. Bristol, £.) 


Arnott Estate, County Cork.—Questions, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Walter Long : ne 


Drummond Estate, County Kerry.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Walter Long oe 
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Horse BREEDING AT CAHIRCIVEEN.—Question, Mr. Boland ; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long ws $e = 


PorTAFERRY (County Down) ScuooLt.—Question, Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Roya IrtsH ConsTABULARY—GALWAY Free Force.—Question, Mr. O’Kelly 
(Mayo, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Mayo Marine Works.—Question, Mr. O'Kelly ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


County Kerry Ratway GuARANTEES.—Question, Mr. Murphy (Kerry, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ‘a wa 


Lonpon VoLuNTARY ScHoois.—Questions, Dr. Macnamara; Answers, The 
Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) ‘ ; ne me sa 


INDIA AND THE COLONIAL CONFERENCE.—Questions, Mr. Lough; Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour : : 


Business or THE Hovuse.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Mr. Keir 
Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil), Mr. Lough, Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) and Mr. 
Black (Banffshire) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour —a ip 


NEW BILL. 


Ferries (Acquisition by Local Authorities) Bill.—* To enable Local Author- 


ities to acquire existing Ferries by agreement.’ * unde by Mr. Grant 
Lawson ; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Solicitor-General ; to be 
rerd a second time upon Tuesday, 2nd May, and to be printed. [Bill 189.] 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE House (Easter).—Motion made, and Question (proposed, 
‘That this House do now adjourn until Tuesday, 2nd May.”—Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) er oy fe 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the sii (Mr. Aid Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) ‘a = = 

Mr. Lloyd George (Carnarvon " Boroughs) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 


The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, 


Glasgow, Blackfriars) 

Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) 

The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, G wildford) 

Sir Mancheriee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) os : 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool. Scotland) 

Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) .. 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, W :) 

Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) . ae — 

The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education “(Sir William 
Anson, Oxford University) 2 as ae P 
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Mr. Boland (Kerry, S.) 
Mr. Walter Long - 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, S.) 
Mr. Nolan (Louth, S ) ; 
Mr. John O’ Donnell (Mayo, S. ) 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, “ That this House do now adjourn until Tuesday, May 2nd.”— 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty-seven minutes after Seven o’clock 
till Tuesday, May 2nd. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 2np MAY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 

Mr. SpeaKer’s ABSENCE.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table 
informed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER, owing to 
continued indisposition. 

Whereupon Mr. James WiLLIaAM Lowtuer, the Chairman of Ways and 


Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as 
Deputy-Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Aylesbury Gas Bill.— Read the third time, and passed 


Cordoba andiRosario a Bill “in —Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment : Be re re hes 


Ealing Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Entre Rios Railways Bill se iii the third time, and passed. 
without Amendment : ae xe ae “ae - ne 


South Oxfordshire Water and Gas Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Andover Lighting and Power Bill—As amended, considered; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time # ae ie Z 


Bristol Corporation Bil : Croydon Corporation Bill; Rotherham, Maltby, 
and Laughton Railway Bill; South Wales Electrical Power Distribution 
Company Bill. As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Farry Raiiway Bill |Lorps]; Clacton Improvement Bill [Lords]; Com- 
mercial Union Assurance Bill [Lords]; East Cowes Gas Bill [Lords] ; Leeds 
and Liverpool Canal Bill [Lords]; Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill 
[Lords]; Preston Corporation (Ribble Naviga tion) Bill [Lords] ; Rhymney 
Railway Bill | Lords]; Southend and Colchester Light Railways Bill [Lords]; 
Truro Water Bill {Lords}; Electric Lighting Provisional ‘Order ia 2) 
Bill.— Read a second time, and committed S wi ; Ae 
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PETITIONS: 


Loxpon County Counct, (GENERAL Powers) Biti.—Petition for additional 
Provision ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Lonpon County Councit (Tramways) Bitt.—Petition for additional provision ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills se a 


Hovse Letrine (ScoTtanp) Biti.—Petition of Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Lanps VALUATION (ScoTLAND) Biti.—Petition of Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric LocaL Veto (ScoTLaNp) Bitt.—Petitions in favour; from 
Airdrie ; Anderston; Annan; Arbroath (two); Bothwell (two); Brechin ; 
Butterburn; Cambuslang; Castletown ; Cleland ; Coweaddens ; Cromarty ; 
Culbokie ; Dingwall ; Dundee (nine) ; Dunfermline ; Edinburgh ; Fortrose; 
Glasgow (four) ; Greenock (three) ; Innerleithen ; Inverness; Kilwinning ; 
Kirkwall; Lochans; Lochee ; Maxwelltown ; Montrose (two); Morrison ; 
Motherwell (two) ; Nairn (two); Newarthill; Newton; Peebles; Scottish 
Permissive Bill and Temperance Association ; Tain; Thornton; Troqueer ; 
Uddingston ; and Wick ; to lie upon the Table ~ 

MaRRIAGE WITH A DecEASED Wire’s Sister Bitt.—Petition from St. Mabe, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 


TrapEs Unions AND TrADE Disputes Brii.—Petition of Scottish Trade Pro- 
tection Society, against ; to lie upon the Table 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 


The following Papers, presented by Command of His Majesty during the Easter 
Recess, were delivered to the Librarian of the House of Commons during 
the Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order of the Lith August, 1896 : 


1. Trade Reports (Arnual Series). Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3546 to 3353. 


oe ee 


2. Treaty Series (No. 13, 1905). Copy of Convention between the 
United Kingdom and Japan respecting Commercial Relations between 
Japan and India. Signed at Tokio, 29th August, 1904. Ratifications ex- 
changed at Tokio, 15th March, 1905 - - ‘ ws 


3. Explosions (Eley’s Factory at Edmonton, Middlesex)..Copy of 
Report by Captain J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Ex- 
plosives, to the Secretary of State for the Home Department, on the cir- 
cumstances attending an explosion of collodion cotton which occurred at 
the Factory of Messrs. Eley sini Limited, at Edmonton, Middlesex, on 
the 7th March, 1905 ‘ - ey 9 e , - 


4. Factory and Workshop dain Copy of List of Religious and 
Charitable Institutions in which Laundries are carried on an 2 


5. Board of Education (Special Reports). Copy of Special Reports on 
Educational Subjects, Vol. 15. School Training for the Home Duties of 
Women. PartI. The Teaching of Domestic Science in the United States of 
America... oe ee oe oe - ee os 
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6. Underfed Children at Public Elementary Schools. Copy of Circu- R 

lars issued in April, 1905, by the Local Government Board and the Board of 


Rducation as to the cases of children attending public elementary schools 
who are without adequate nourishment “7s a ae = sce OTT 


. Lunacy (Scotland). Copy of Forty-seventh Annual Report of the 
reer Board of Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland .. - « @ 


8. Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887 (Eviction Notices). Copy of Re- 
turn of Eviction Notices filed during the quarter ended 31st March, 1905 .. 671 M 


9. Agrarian Offences (Provinces) (Ireland). Copy of Return by Pro- 
vinces of Agrarian Offences in Irealnd for the year ended 31st December, 
1904 a ae xe es ais ifs om as nc ~ Ofe P 





10. Education (Ireland). Copy of Annual Report of the Commissioners 
of Education in Ireland for the year 1904. 


Ordered, That the said Pavers do lie upon the Table .. wh a & P 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND). — 
Copy presented, of Fourth Annual General Report of the Department, 
1903-4 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table vs se ‘a -« & 


Contempt or Court (IRELAND) (PERsoNs ComMitrep).—Return presented, re- 
lative thereto {ordered 14th March ; Mr. McHugh|; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 158.] me “a is ses ze aa 


NationaL EpucatTion (IRELAND) CoMMISSIONERS (MEETINGS, ETC.).—Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered 12th April; Mr. Timothy M. edict 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 159.] . : re . 672 


Puarmacy (IRELAND) Acts, 1875 To 1890.—Copy presented, of Order in Council 
dated 22nd April, 1905, approving of Regulations made by the Pharmaceu- 
tical Society [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ‘i es si « OM 


TraDe Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3354 to 3558 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table... He = i = = “e .- 672 


TrapE Reports (MIscELLANEOvus SerIEs)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 633 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table... oe es es a és _ we -» 67 


bo 


Frere aNp Unirep Frere Cuurcues (ScoTtanp).—Copy presented, of Interim 
Report of the Departmental Commission on the Free United and Free 
Churches, Scotland, to the Secretary for Scotland by Sir John Cheyne, K.C. 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table - ee 5 on «- 673 ( 


MINES AND QuarRtes.—Copy presented, of Reports of His Majesty’s Inspectors 
of Mines for the year 1904 [by Command}; to lie upon the Table .. .. 673 


Wet neton Cottece.—Copy presented, of Report of the Governors of Welling- 
ton College for the year ending 3lst December, 1904, with Accounts [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table a oa a xs +“ 
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REFORMATORY AND INpusTRIAL Scuoo.s (Great BRITAIN).—Copy presented, 
of Forty-eighth Report of His Majesty’s Inspector of Reformatory and 
Industrial Schools for 1904. Part I. List of Schools and Detailed Re- 
ports [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. a ~ ac 


Mines (Fatat AcctpENts).—Return presented, relative thereto (Address 28th 
March ; Mr. Fenwick) ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 140.] 


MeTRoOPOLITAN Poxice.—Accounts presented, of the Metropolitan Police and 
the Police Pension Funds for the year ended 31st March, 1905 |by Act|; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. |No. 141.] - 


Penav Servitupe Acts (ConpitionaL Licence).—Copy presented, of a Licence 
to be at large granted to Harry Tate, to which are annexed Conditions other 
than those contained in Schedule A of The Penal Servitude Act, 1864 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Post Orrick (FoREIGN AND CoLontaL Post).—Copy presented, of the Foreign 
and Colonial Post Amendment (No. 9) Warrant, 1904, dated 51st Decem- 
ber, 1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Post OrricE (INLAND Post).—Copy presented, of the Inland Post Amendment 
(No. 1) Warrant, 1904, dated 7th December, 1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table ‘ ‘ ea is ‘ 


Post Orrick (MoNEY OrveErRs).—Copy presented, of the Postal Order (Inland) 
Amendment (No. 2) Regulations, 1905, dated 17th — 1905 iby 7 
to lie upon the Table F : ; 


Post OrFice (FoREIGN AND CoLontaL Post).—Copy presented, of the Foreign 
and Colonial Post Amendment [No. 10) Warrant, 1905, dated 51st March, 
1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE River CoLtony.—Copy presented, of Further Corres- 
pondence relating to Affairs in the Transvaal and Orange River Colony [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


CoLoNIEs (REPRESENTATIVE [NsTITUTIONS).—Return presented, relative there- 
to [Address 7th March ; Dr. Macnamara} ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 142.] 


Gas Companies (METROPOLIS).—Copy presented, of Accounts of the Metropolitan 
Gas Companies for the year 1904|by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 145.] 


Boarp or Epucation.—Copy presented, of Draft Amending Order No. | of the 
Board of Education, amending Final Order No. 31, under Section 11 (8) of 
The Education Act, 1902 [by Ac ty; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 144.] a ee ee me ih = 


Companies (WinpING-up) Act, 1890.—Account presented, showing Receipts 
and Expenditure on account of Proceedings during the year ended 31st 
March, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 145.] 


Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (PRocEEDINGS).—Account presented, showing the 
Receipts and Expenditure on account of Bankruptcy Proceedings during 
the year ended 3ist March, 1905 [by Act ia to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 146.] ig is ‘a aa i 
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SupeERANNUATION AcT, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 10th 
April, 1905, granting a retired allowance to John Bolton, late of the 


Engineer in Chief’s Department, General Post Office, under the Act [by 
Act]; tolieuponthe Table... sis “a “ ve €76 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—1l. Thames Con- 
servancy. General Report and Accounts of the Conservators for 1904 [by 


Act]; to be printed. [No. 147.] 


2. Public Records (Fines and Recoveries). Copy of Schedule contain- 
ing a List and Particulars of Classes of Documents connected with the 
Alienation of Land by means of Fines and Recoveries,which are now in the 
Public Record Office, but are not considered of sufficient public value to 
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Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
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IrtsH ScHooL FeEes.—Question, Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) . 


Scottish Epucation BiLtt.—Question, Mr. H. Lawson (Tower Hamlets, Mile 
End); Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ? 


THe Scortish EcciestasticaAL Drirricutty.—Question, Sir H. Campbell- 


Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
BuSINESS OF THE House.—Questions, Mr. A. J. Balfour, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 


(Kilkenny), and Mr. Keir Hardie on ae Answers, Sir H. Camp- 
bell- Bannerman : ie an Ka - 

THe TELEPHONE AGREEMENT.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie; Answer, The Par- 
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supported by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; to be read a second time to-morrow, 
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Aliens Bill—|Srconp Reapine].—Order for Second Reading read. 
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time.” 
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Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) .. we os es .- 7090 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ That,’ and add the 
words * This House, holding that the evils of low-priced alien labour 
can best be met by legislation to prevent sweating, desires to assure 
itself before assenting to the Aliens Bill that suflicient regard is had in 
the proposed measure to the retention of the principle of asvlum for 
the victims of persecution.” ”°—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 
Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) .. a “3 .. 706 
Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) se ma ke R24 
Mr. H. Lawson (Tower Hamlets, Mile End) a Be ot aa oe 
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Mr. J. Chamberlain (Birmingham, W.) 763 
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And it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
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EVENING SITTING. E 
AvtieNs Bini. [Seconp Reapine.]—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate 
on Amendment to Question [2nd May], “‘ That the Bill be now read a second 0 
time.” 
Which Amendment was— 
“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ that’ and add the 
words ‘ this House holding that the evils of low-priced alien labour ean Li 
best be met by legislation to prevent sweating, desires to assure itself 
before assenting to the Aliens Bill that sufficient regard is had in the 
proposed measure to the retention of the principle of asylum for the 
victims of persecution.’ ”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
Question again proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
eet sae 199 
part of the Question. Le 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) 2 “i ae és oo ee 
Sir Howard Vincent ( (Sheffield, C ‘entral) 2% eM i fo “. oo 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) .. a i . ie -» 048 
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Question put. 
TheHouse divided :—Ayes, 211; Noes, 59. (Division List No. 146.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 


Adjourned at one minute after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 3rp MAY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. SPEAKER'S ABSENCE. 


The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informe1 the House of 
the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, owing to continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James Witttam Lowruer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order us ae ee we -- “809 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
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Signified).—Bill read the third time, and passed ee “e ae .- 809 
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presented by Mr. Grant Lawson; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read 
the first time: and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed [Bill L91.] .. aa a is “s a -. 809 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—‘* To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Carmarthen, 
Hexham, Liverpool, Lymm, Nantwich, and Widnes,” presented by Mr. 
Grant Lawson; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 192] wa - “ wi i sa és .- 809 
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confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for 
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Bills; and to be printed. [Bill 194] .. 2 re se we .. 810 





PETITIONS. 


Epucation (Scortanp) Brtu.—Petitions for alteration; from Anstruther 
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Coupar Angus; Curron; Dalgety; Denny; Dumbarton; Dunfermline ; 
Dunipace and Denny; Dunkeld; Dunscore; LEaglesfield; Edinburgh 
(four); Edzell; Fairlie; Falkirk (six); Fergushill; Firth; Friockhe‘m ; 
Galston ; Glasgow (five); Glengarnock; Glengowan; Grahamstown ; 
Halfway House ; Harthill; Hoddom; Holm (two); Hurlford ; Invergor- 
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lie upon the Table 810 
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Table 1 “0 és - _ - ‘is - - oa OM 
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the Table ei “4 = sa be ie we x oo 
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merce of Newfoundland [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... -- S 
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TurKEy (No. 2, 1905).—Copy presented, of further Correspondence respecting 
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Mr. Victor Cavendish... die ‘en i os a a .. 81S 
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PENDITURE.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, The Financial Secretary 
of the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derbyshire, W.) he ae 


‘COTLAND AND THE UNEMPLOYED BILL.—Questions, Mr. Black (Banffshire) and 
Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answers, The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glas- 
gow, Bridgton) : 


Youcuat Auxttiary Lunatic AsyLuM.—Questions, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.); 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Mr. T. W. Russell 
(Tyrone, 8.) ; Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, 
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Irish NATIONAL TEACHERS’ PeNsIoN Funp.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, 
Mr. Victor Cavendish .. a me - ae ne a .. 824 


GOVERNMENT REDISTRIBUTION PRoposaALs.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devon- 
shire, South Molton); Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, KE.) .. i oh 3 .. 824 


Dursey Istanp Eviction.—Question, Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ia s 25 ies oe a3 .. 826 


NEW BILLS. 


Cottage Homes Bill.—‘‘ To authorise the provision of Cottage Homes for 
the Aged Poor,” presented by Mr. John Hutton ; supported by Mr. Wharton, 
Mr. Brigg, Sir Ernest Flower, Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Goulding, Mr. Paulton, 
Mr. Joseph Pease, Mr. T. W. Russell, and Sir William Wilson-Todd ; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, May 31st, and to be printed. [Bill 195] 826 


Education (Provision of Meals) (No. 2) Bill.‘ ‘To amend The Education 
Act, 1902,” presented by Mr. Arthur Henderson ; supported by Mr. Shackle- 
ton, Mr. Crooks, Mr. Bell, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. John Wilson, (Durham), Mr. 
Johnson, Mr. Broadhurst, Sir John Gorst, Mr. Thomas Richards, Dr. Macna- 
mara, and Mr. Keir Hardie ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 196] .. oi «5 = a “a .. 826 


Elementary Education (Feeding of Children) (No. 2) Bill—‘ To make 
provision for the Feeding of Children in Public Elementary S:hools,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Claude Hay ; supported by Mr. James Hope, Dr. Macnamara, 

Sir Albert Rollit, Sir Ernest Flower, Mr. Coghill, and Mr. Ridley ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 197] sé a.» O27 


Ways anp Means (Aprit lOtH] Report.—Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [April 12th], “ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the First Resolution :-— 


ExcHEQuER Bonps. 


“That for the purpose of paying off any Exchequer bonds issued 
under dre Supplemental War Loan Acts of 1900, any sums not exceeding 
ten millions pounds be raised by the issue of Exchequer bonds to be current, 
subject to the provisions for the redemption of the total issue, for a period of 
ten years, and that in each year of that period one-tenth part of the total issue 
of the new bonds be drawn for repayment and redeemed by the application 
for the purpose of the requisite part of the new sinking fund, and that the 
permanent annual charge for the National Debt be increased so as to be 
£28,000,000. That any expenses incurred in connection with raising or 
paying off any such sums, and the principal of and interest on any such sums, 
be charged on the Consolidated Fund, and, as to the interest, be paid as part 
of the permanent annual charge for the National Debt.” 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) .. of ? ae ae > Sat 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, W. ) ue a8 “ a .. 828 
Mr. Ritchie (Croydon) ‘a ‘ Be ‘i éd a -. 829 


Mr. Black (Banffshire) - ia P ik #4 “a .. 83l 
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Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. os ee en .. 833 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) - ey is .. 837 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 

shire, E.) ne ste = ne = .. 839 

Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E. Das - = - - .. 845 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; ae es ae he 3 .. 847 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) ~~ e $2 ns .. = 8dl 

Mr. Kearley ‘Dor onport) .. i es 4 $5 a .. 853 
Sir M. Hicks Beach (Bristol, W.) .. - a ne ds .. 854 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk Burghs) ‘i is Ss ne .. 855 i 
Question put. | 


The House divided :—Ayes, 191; Noes, 102, (Divison List No. 147.) 


Ways anp Means [10TH Aprit] Rerort.—Order read, for further consideration 
of Second, Third, and Fourth Resolutions. 


Resolutions again read. 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL CusToMs DutiIrs oN ToBacco, BEER, AND SPIRITS. 
2. “ That the additional Customs duties on tobacco, beer, and spirits 

imposed by sections two, three, four, and five of The Finance Act, 1900 (in- 

cluding any increased duties imposed by section five of that Act), shall 

continue to be charged until the first day of July, nineteen hundred and 

M4 ” 

six. 





CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL ExcisE DuTIES ON BEER AND SPIRITs. 
* That the additional Excise duties on beer and spirits imposed by 


sections six and seven of The Finance Act, 1900, shall continue to be charged 
until the first day of July, nineteen hundred and six.” 


AMENDMENT OF LAw. 


_ 4, “ That it is expedient to amend the law relating to the National Debt, 
Customs, and Inland Revenue.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 
Ways anp Means [11TH Aprit].—Resolution reported. 


Tea,—* That there shall be charged on and after the first day of July, ninteen 
hundred and five, until the first day of July, nineteen hundred and six, the 
following Customs Import duty on Tea (that is to say), Tea, the pound, Six- 
pence, — 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ways AnD MEans [12TH APRIL |.—Resolution reported. 
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Income Tax.—“ That Income Tax shall be charged for the year beginning the 
sixth day of April, nineteen hundred and five, at the rate of one shilling in the 
pound.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in py the Chairman of Wavs and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. Victor Civendish. 


Finance Biiu.—‘ To grant certain duties of Customs and Inland Revenue, to 
alter other duties, and tc amend the Law relating to Customs and Inland 
Revenue and the National Debt, and to make other provisions for the 
financial arrangements of the year,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
(Bill 198.] 


Post Orrick (TELEPHONE AGREEMENT).—Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed—* That a Select Committee be appointed to consider the Agreement 
of the 2nd day of February, 1905, between the Postmaster-General and the 
National Telephone Company, and to report whether it is desirable in the 
public interest that the Agreement should become binding.” —(Lord 
Stanley.) 


Mr. Dalziel (Kirkealdy Burghs) Pe iy 
The Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, Lane cashire, Westhoughton) 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr “— /) ‘ 

Lord Stanley a 

Mr, Kearliy (De on pont) 

Mr Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


Motion made, and Question, “That the Debate be now adjourned,”’— 
(Lord Stanley)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


And, there being no further Business set down for the Afternoon 
Sitting, Mr. Deputy-SeeAKER left the Chair until the Evening Sitting. 


or 
EVENING SITTING. 
ADJOURNMENT (UNDER STANDING ORDER No. 10). 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) .. ae 13 =e 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) st ie 


Mo. ion made, and Question p-oposed, * That this H yuse do now adjot-a.”—- 


(Mr. T. P. O'Connor.) 


Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) 

Mr. Mooney (Dub’in County, 8.) 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 

The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. W alter Long, B Bristol, 8. “, 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ‘ 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 74; Noes, 134. (Division List No. 148.) 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 4rx MAY, 1905, 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. SpEAKER’s ABsENCE.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informed 
the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, owing to continued 
indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James Wiitt1am LowrTuHer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as 
Deputy-Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Supstirutep Brits |Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NoT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Deputy-Speaker laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, introduced in accordance with the provisions of The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, originating in the Lords 
and referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not pre- 


viously inquired into, and which aye applicable thereto, have been complied. 


with, viz. :—Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. ae fe es as 


PRovISIONAL ORDER BiLLs (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. Deputy- 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
witH).—Mr. Deputy-SpeakER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz :—Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 1) Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow 


Aberdare Urban District Council Bill—Read the third time, and passed. 
[New Title] ea - ste - es = a a 


Colne Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 
Halifax Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed. [New Title.] 


Stockport Corporation Bill (King’s Consent signified).—Bill read the third 
time, and passed an os = we oe = 7 ae 


London County Council (Money) Bill—‘“ To regulate the Expenditure of 
Money by the London County Council on Capital Account during the current 
Financial Period and the Raising of Money to meet such Expenditure ; and 
for other purposes,” presented, and read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills “9 - - de oe 
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Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill—“ To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order ot the Local Government Board relating to Withnell,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Grant Lawson ; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour ; read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private ‘Bills, and 


to be printed. [Bull 199] + ns ar - - ti ‘i 


London United Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill; Hessle Gas Bill [Lords]. 
—Keported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the i and to be 


printed a wa a es ‘% 


Holy Trinity, Portsea, Bill [Lorps]. pata with an Amendment ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. ‘ . 


Marylebone Chapels Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time fi i vm 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill | Lorps]}. 
Reported, without Amendment; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed a ap rae 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (Provision oF Meats) Brtt.—Petition from Harley, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table 


Epucation (ScoTtanp) Briu.—Petitions for alteration; from Glasgow ; and 
Stornoway ; to lie upon the Table , 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (ScoTLAND) Brii.—Petition from Riccarton, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table P 


Liguor Trarric Locat Veto (Scortanp) Briu.—Petitions in favour; from 
Aberdeen (three); Airdrie; Ardrishaig; Ardrossan; Auchtermuchty ; 
Banff; Bellshill; Benwhat (two); Blairgowrie ; Bowmore ; Carluke (two) ; 
Colmonell ; Dailly ; Dunbar; Dundee; Dunfermline (three); Dunning ; 
Dunoon ; Edinburgh (ten); Elgin (two); Ellenabeich ; Fairlie ; Glasgow ; 
Glencraig; Grangemouth; Greenock; Iaddington; Inve tkeithing ; 
Inverness; Keith; Kilburnie; Kilmalcolm; Kirkealdy; Ladybank ; 
Larchbank ; Leslie ; Lesmahagow ; Leven (three); Leuchars ; Linlithgow 
(two) ; Lochgelly ; Longside : G Mains and Strathmartin ; Moffat ; Monifieth : 
Newburgh ; “New port (Fife) ; Nitshill; North Berwick (two); Peterhead 


(two); Pollokshaws; Prestonpans; Riccarton; Sandbank ; Shanbryde ; 


Strathkinners ; Strathmiglo; Tarbert; Tavport; West Kilbride; Wishaw 


and Woodstock ; to lie upon the Table 


LocaL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WoMEN) Bit_.—Petitions in favour ; 
from Pimlico and Westminster ; and St. Pancras ; to lie upon the Table . 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’s Sister Bitu.—Petition from Nettleton, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Mitk Depots (Lonpon) Biii.—Petition from St. Pancras, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table 


WomEN’s ENFRANCHISEMENT BiLi.—Petition from Ashton-under-Lyne, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRaininc CoL_eces (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
12th April; Mr. Sloan]; to lie upon the Table “ - - ‘a 


CoNGESTED Districts Boarp (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 3rd May; Mr. Walter ethan to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 149] re : : a - ; 


OvuTRAGES (IRELAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 5rd May ; 
Mr. Walter Long]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 150] 


Post Orrice (Parcel Post BETWEEN GREAT BRITAIN AND fHE UNITED States 
or AMERICA).—Copy presented, of agreement between the Post Office of 
Great Britain and Ireland and the Post Office Department of the United 
States of America for the direct exchange of Parcels by Parcel Post, dated 
3rd—17th February. 1905 [by Command]; to lie uwponthe Table .. a 


TrapeE Reports (ANNuAL Series).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 336] and 3362 [by Command] ; te lie 
upon the Table... i wh ee a 


NaTionaL Scuoois ({[RELAND) TEACHERS.—Return ordered, “‘ showing— 


(1) The number of Teachers who, after completing a two years course 
of training, were appointed for the first time as Principal or Assistant 
Teachers in National Schoolsin Ireland ineach of the three years immediately 
preceding the new financial arrangement of 1900, viz., 1897, 1898, 1899, 
distinguishing between Principal and Assistant Teachers, and between Male 
and Female Teachers 


*(2) The classification of the Teachers so appointed, distinguishing as 
before between Principal and Assistant and between Male and Female 
‘by eee acs 

eachers. 


(3) The average total salaries paid out of Imperial Funds to the 
Teachers referred to in Section 1, giving the averages for Principal and 
Assistant Teachers separately, and for Male and Female Teachers separately. 


“ (4) The number of Teachers who, after completing a two years course 
of training, were appointed for the first time as Principal or Assistant 
Teachers in National Schools in Ireland in each of the years immediately 
followin: the new finarcial arrangement of 1900, viz., 1901, 1902, 1903, 
distinguis ing between Principal and Assistant Teachers and between Male 
and Female Teachers. 


‘“*(5) The classification or grade of the Teachers so appointed, 
distinguishing as before between Principal and Assistant Teachers and 
between Male and Female Teachers. 


(6) The average total salaries paid out of Imperial Funds to the 
Teachers referred to in Section 4, giving the averages for Principal and 
Assistant Teachers separately, and for Male and Female Teachers 
separatelv.”—(Mr. Dillon.) on “a - “5 a ee ns 
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Gross DEPARTMENTAL ExpeNDITURE.—Return ordered, “ showing for the 
financial vears 1894-5, 1904-5, and 1905-6 (estimated), respectively, the 
total annual Expenditure of each of the following Departments, viz.:— 


(1) Army (including Ordnance Factories). 


** (3) Civil Services. 


(4) Revenue Departments ; under each of the following headings for 


each Department, viz.:-- 
‘*(a) Expenditure from net Votes voted in Supply. 

“ (b) Expenditur? from reesipts appropriated in aid. 

“(c) Expenditure out of issues to meet capital expenditure under 
various Acts. 

“(d) Expenditure incurred on account of this Department by 
other Departments ; together with the totals of (a), (b), (e), and (4), 
for each of the four Departments, and in addition a deduction, from the 
total of each Department, of the Expenditure incurred by that De- 
partment on account of other Departments.” —(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Pusitic RevENUE (INTERCEPTION).—Return ordered. “of the amounts of all 
Public Revenue derived from Taxes levied by Parliament and from any 
other sources, which are not paid into His Majesty's Exchequer, for the vears 
1903-4, 1904-5, and 1905-6 (estimated), with the totals in each case (in eon- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 253, of Session 1904).°—(Wr. Gibson 

dowles.) ; 


NavaL Exvenpiture (Great Britain AND ForeIGN CouNnrrigs).—Return 
ordered, “ of the Naval Expenditure of this Country in the vears 1880, 1890, 
1991, 1902, 1993, and 1904, and of the Naval Expenditure of France, Russia, 
Germany, Japan, and America in the same years.’ —(Sir Ed yar Vincent.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATE) WITH THE VOTES, 


Wace; DEDUCTIONS IN THE POTTERIES IN CONTRAVENTION OF THE TRUCK Acts. 
—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, 
Mr. Akers-Dougias 


AMENDMENT OF THE TRUcK AcTs.—Question, Sir -Ciarles Dilke : Answer, 
Mr. Akers-Douglas . 


VACCINATION Prosecurions At Brit :Hron.— Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Crom :rty) ; Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson : 
. ? ’ 


Con uLAR Reports.—Question, Sir Samuel Scott (Marvlebon>, W.): Answer, 
Karl Percy 


Scottish CHurcH Diseure.—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire. E.); 
Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson 


Post OFFICE AND NATIONAL TELEPHONE CoMPANY’s EMPLOYEES.—‘)uestion, 
Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, Lord ‘Stanley 


PostaL Work AT COLERAINE.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley shi - es és ‘ as “a - 
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Construction of HarsBour At INNISHLYRE, NEAR WeEsTPORT.—Question, 
Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


SALES UNDER THE IRISH LAND Act or 1903.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell 
(Tyrone, 8S.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long . , ws 


JAMAICA STEAMSHIP SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Guthrie (Tower Hamlets, Bow) ; 
Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


AMOUNTS RECEIVED BY RoyaL PATRIOTIC CORPORATION TOWARDS SOLDIERS 
Errects FUND UNDER THE REGIMENTAL DEPARTMENTS ACT.—Question, 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


PROMOTION OF WARRANT OFFICERS (ROYAL ARTILLERY) AGE Limirs.—Question, 
Mr. Kearley ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Army Estimates—Vore 7.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


H.M.S. ‘ Strormcock ”—BritisH GuNBoats At Irish Evicrions.—Questions, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.); Captain Donelan (Cork, E.), Mr. 
Reddy (King’s County, Birr), and Mr. Patrick O’Brien, (Kilkenny) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, 


Woodbridge.) ae ne ss i - wits 


DisCHARGES FROM CHATHAM Dockyarb.—Question, Mr. Tuff (Rochester) ; 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman ee ee . = - os ns oe 


Nava. ConsTrucrion.—Question, Mr. Partington (Derbyshire, High Peak) ; 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman : “id a4 a is 


FLocGinG IN Minirary Prisons.—Questions, Mr. Tomkinson (Cheshire, Crewe) ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


PoweERS OF THE TRANSVAAL ASSEMBLY.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, 
South Molton); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. 
Lyttelton, Warwick and Leamington) : 


British Lasour IN SoutH Arrica.—Que: tion, Mr. Edmund Robertson ; Answer, 
Mr. Lyttelton 


RESPONSIBLE GOVERNMENT IN ORANGE RIveER COLONY.—Question, Mr. Buchanan 
(Perthshire, 1.) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


MINERAL Concessions IN INpIA.—Question, Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Lorp KircHeNer AND THE INDIAN GOVERNMENT.—Questions, Mr. Dalziel 
(Kirkcaldy Burghs) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


ARSENIC IN BeEr.—Question, Dr. Hutchison (Sussex, Rye); Answer, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 
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FivaNcIAL ReturNs.—Questions, Mr. Edmund Robertson, Mr. McCrae (#din- 
burgh, E.) and Mr. Gibson Bowles oe Regis) ; a Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ee ae ; ee ; Fe es we 

Grants TO UNIVERSITY COLLEGES.—Questivas, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyroae, 8.) ; 

Answers, The Financial Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, 

Derbyshire, W.) .. a ae eS ay ie ue e oe 


Motor-Car SpeeD ReEGULATIONS.—Questions, Mv. Channing (Northampton- 
shire, E.) and Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland; Answ -s, The 
Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, 


Ce gi ie! Oe Sn OE ae ees 


ALIEN CHAUFFEURS.—Question, Mr. Scott Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest) ; 
Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson ay és ns Ee ia fa Pe 


LocaL AUTHORITIES AND Motor-Car ReEGULATIONS.—Questions, Mr. Cawley 
(Lancashire, Prestwich) and Mr. Cathcart Wason; Answer, Mr. Grant 
Lawson ne ae aa se aa as a aie i as 


Loca, TAXATION AccouNTS.—Question, Mr. Benn (Devonport); Answer, Mr. 
Grant Lawson 


Motor-Car FataLities AT Easter.—Question, Mr. Lambert; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) .. te ae 


RECKLESS DrRIvING OF Motor-Cars.—Questions, Mr. Lambert and Mr. Scott- 
Montagu; Answers, Mr. Akers-Douglas i ‘a ms i os 


Moror-Car TRAFFIC BETWEEN Hyper Park CoRNER AND Kew BripGe.—Ques- 
tion, Captain Donelan, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Sir John Gorst (Cambridge 
University), Mr. Cawley, Mr. Channing ; Answers, Mr. Akers-Douglas.. 

Moror Car CasuaLTies.—Questions, Captain Donelan and Mr. Scott-Montagu ; 
Answers, Mr. Akers-Douglas ee ws - 


PoLtice AND CYCLISTS ON THE BRIGHTON Roap.—Question, Mr. Cawley ; Answer, 
Mr. Akers-Douglas aie os i ‘es 


FLoceine IN Civit Prisons.—Questions, Mr. Tomkinson ; Answers, Mr. Akers- 
Douglas... “s - - 


fae Autens Brrt—Victims or ReLIcious PersecutTIon.—Question, Sir E. 
Durning Lawrence ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas 


INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON AGRICULTURE.—Question, Mr. Channing ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Allwyn Fellowes, 
Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) Se i as an ie i: as 


Lonpon Port anp Docxs.—Question, Mr. Benn; Answer, The Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) 


NorMANTON PostaL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Parrott (Yorkshire, W.R 
Normanton); Answer, The Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, 
Westhoughton)... ‘4 i xs a ws <3 - rr 
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TELEPHONE AGREEMENT.—Question, Dr. Macnamara; Answer, Lord Stanley 928 


ScoTLaND AND THE AGRICULTURAL Rates Act.—Question, Mr. Black (Banff- 
shire) ; Answer, The Lord-Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 928 


Irish NATIONAL BOARD OF EpucaTion New Rv es.—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, 
Bristol, 8.) .. - ae ea ne si wis is + .. 929 


Tue Irish Estates CoMMIssIONERS.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. = aa a G4 ee +3 en .. 929 


REINSTATEMENT OF EvicTED TENANTS IN IRELAND.—Questions, Mr. Dillon: 
Answers, Mr. Walter Long i a 5 oa “ e oa 


INSTRUCTIONS OF THE EsTATES COMMISSIONERS TO THEIR INSPECTORS.—Ques- 
tions, Mr. Dillon and Mr. T. W. Russell ; Answers, Mr. Walter Long ws 981 


THE EstaTES CoMMISSIONERS AND THE Lorp LIEUTENANT.—Questions, Mr. 
Dillon; Answers, Mr. Walter Long... ‘is Me ; - -- 934 


AFFOoRESTRY IN [RELAND.—Question, Captain Donelan; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long ss a oe me sia a 
g — we 


Trish Poor Law SureicaL Contracts.—Question, Mr. O’Kelly (Mayo, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long és és - Ke na - «> 986 


CLOGHER VALLEY PosTaL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley... cis ae te as gis es .. 936 


Batuina Post Orrice MepicaL OrFicer.—Question, Mr. O’Kelly ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley ws - ‘% Ke - a é% _ ~« 938 


Vacant LORDSHIP OF THE TREASURY.—Question, Mr. Dalziel; Answer, The 
Prme Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 


chester, E.) de on a oe i =e ae oe va OB 


Tue Vote oF CENSURE DEBATE.—Questions, Mr. Dillon and Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour and Sir Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 


Burghs) vs ‘e ve . ws = . - =A 


937 


Tue East Ham Epvucation Dirricutty.—Question, Mr, Ernest Grey (West 
Ham); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... - “a si ae «. 52 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. Ernest Grey, Member for West Ham (North Division), rose in his 
place, and asked leave to move the Adjournment of the Heuse for the pur- 
pose of discussing a defi: ite matter of urgent public importance, viz., “ The 
refusal of the Council of the Borough of Kast Ham to administer the Educa- 
tion Act, 1902, as from the 31st instant, the prospect of other local author- 
ities adopting at once a similar decision, and the policy of the Government in 
respect thereto ; ” but the pleasure of the House not having been signified, 
Mr, Deputy-Srf£aAKER called on those Members who supported the Motion 
to rise in their places, and not less than forty Members having arcordingly 


risen; 
The Motion stood over, under Standing Order No. 10, until the Evening 
Sitting, this day “a ‘ ; os es ee ee 
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SraNpDING ComMiItTTErs (CHATRMAN’s PaneL).—Mr. Jonn Epwarp EL.Is re- 
ported from the Chairman’s Panel; That they had appointed Lord Edmond 
Fitzmaurice to act as Chairman o/ the Standing Committee for the con- 

‘rvion of Bills relattag to Trade (iacladiag Agriculture aad Fishiag), 
Shipping, and Manufactures, in the place of Mr. John Edward Ellis. 


Report to lie upon the Table ke es a - <a “a 


NEW BILLS 


Resident Magistrates (Belfast) Bill.—‘ To make provision for the appoint- 
ment and remuneration of Resident Magistrates in Belfast,” preseuted by 
Mr. Woiff ; supported by Sir James Haslett, Mr. Sloan, Mr. Charles Craig, 
and Mr. T. L. Corbett ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 200.] ar ee we oa Ae Be ws 


Winter Assizes (Ireland) Bill.—‘ To extend the jurisdiction of Winter 
Assizes in Ireland,” presented by Mr. Wolff ; supported by Sir James Haslett 
Mr. Sloan, Mr. Charles Craig, and Mr. Thomas Corbett ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 201.] “s ee 


Supp.y [5TH ALLorrep Day). 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
| Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair. ] 

Civin Services AND Revenue Departments Estimates, 1995-6. Crass I. 

. Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 

£31 a be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1906, for the Houses of Parliament Build- 


ings,” 


Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ‘te st 


oe ee ee oe ee 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That Item A (New Works, Altera- ” 


tions, and Additions) be reduced by £109,” —(Mr. Harwood...) 


Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) 
Captain Norton (Newington, W.) .. ee ee “ = ee 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.’ 
Mr. Brigg (Yorks, W.R., Keighley) 
Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) 

Mr. Emmott (Oldham) 3 ae 
Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes) 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Colonel Welby (Taunton) 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ‘ 

Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, C ‘horley) ia : 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (N orfolk, N.) ‘es ne 


VOL CLXY. [Fourtn Sertes.] Fj 
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Mr. Forde Ridley (Bethnal Green, S.W.) 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) . 

Sir H. Meysey-Thompson (Staffordshire, Handsworth 

Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) . 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 

Mr. Elliott (Durham) ; 

Major Seely Ss 

Lord Balcarres ; 

Mr. Patrick O’ Brien (Kilkenny) ea 
ri Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, ( Veeeland) 
Lord Balcarres : ws 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 114; Noes, 202. (Division List No. 149.) 
Original Question again proposed. 

Mr. Swift MacNeill .. 

Mr. Dalziel 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax) 

Lord Balcarres Z 


Mr. Gibson Bowles 
Lord Balcarres 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. £36,500, to complete the sum for Royal Palaces. 


aes 


Mr. Whitley 
Lord Balcarre 
Colonel Welby | 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,900, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1906, for Expenditure in respect of Osborne.’ ” 


Mr. Whitley . 
Lord Balcarres s 
Mr. Gibson Bowles 
Mr. Brigg 

Mr. Whitley .. 





Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,800, 
be granted for the said service.” —(Mr. Whitley.) 


Lord Balcarres 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum not exceeding £62,400, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 

the 31st day of March, 1906, for the Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens.” 


Mr. Gibson Bowles .. > aa oe mA wa “« oe 
Sir Arthur Hayter (W alsall) . se es ae eee: ( 
Sir Frederick Banbury (C amberwell, “Pee kham) wi a a .. 980 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) .. cd “ $4 .. 980 
Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haqgerston) Ay a re <a .. 980 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) — .. we ae “r .. 982 
Mr. Mooney (Dublin C me a) .. - i 4 + .. 982 
Lord Balcarres 2s sy = = ns .. 982 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair te make 
his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee also report 
Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


ADJOURNMENT (UNDER SranpinG Orper No. 10) (Epvucation Act, 1902. 
BorouGu oF East Ham). 


Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) .. ~ - i es .. 984 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) .. a ze oe re -- 991 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Mr. Ernest Gray.) 


Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) .. re ae ae re .. 994 
Mr. David Morgan (Essex, Walthamstow) .. i “a és -- 996 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) - - hes -. 997 
Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, Romford) ae a “ <4 «aio ane 
Mr. Ellis Griffith (Anglesey) .. 999 
The Prime Minister and F irst Lord of the Tre asury (Mr. sh . Balj ur, 
Manchester FE.) .. : 1001 
Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcestershire, N l ') - sie se re .. 1018 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) +3 ee ee vi ae .. OLS 
Colonel Bowles (Middlesex, Enfield) é ‘se as - .. 1016 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 116; Noes, 159. (Division List No. 150, 
SuppLy (5tH ALLorrEep Day). 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.) in the Chair.] 
f2 
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Civ. Services AND Revenve Departments Estimates, 1905-6.—C Lass I. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £62,409, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to deiriy 
the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1905, for the Royal Parks and Pleasure 


Gardens.” 

Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) , as a = - Hs .. 1019 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) - ee ms “ ‘es .. 1019 
Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint site + ks ‘ie - “ .. 1020 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) : x me a ah wo .. 1020 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next 


Land Drainage and Sewers Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged. Bill withdrawn “ , se - és ae -- 1020 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 5tH MAY, 1905 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock 


Mr. Speaker’s Apsence —The House being met, the Clerk at the Table 
informed the House of the unavoidable absence of Mr Speaker, owing 
to continued indisposition 


Whereupon Mr James WituiAM Lowrtuer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order 7 - - .. lozl 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
WITH).—Mr. Deputy-SeeaAker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next «. 102] 
Andover Lighting and Power Bill.—Read the third tims, and passed .. 1021 


Pristol Corporation Bill (Kina’s Consent Stenterep).—Bill read the third 


time, and passed 1021 


Croydon Corporation Bill.—Swansea Corporation Bill. Read the third 
time, and passed De a ay ee we ~ .. 1021 
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Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh Extension Order Confirmation 
Bill.—Considered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next .. «a 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.—Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill. Read a second time and committed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—* To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Haverford- 
west, Leicester, Scarborough, and Wallasey” presented by Mr. Grapt 
Lawson ; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bilis, and to be printed. 
[Bil 202] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill.—* To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Billericay 
(Rural), Eton (Rural) (two), and the Houghton-le-Spring and Hetton and 
the Rugby Joint Hospital Districts,” presented by Mr. Grant Lawson ; sup- 
ported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 203] .. 


PETITIONS. 


CrimInaL New Trias Bitt.—Petition from Montrose, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table 


JUVENILE Smoxine Biti.—Petition from Montrose, in favour: to lie upon the 
Table ee te on ie es “ a as .. 1022 


Liquor Trarric Locat Veto (Scortanp) Bitt.—Petition of the Scottish 
Licensed Trade Defence Association, against: to lie upon the Table 


Liquor Trarric Locat Veto (ScoTLanp) Bitt.—Petitions in favour; from 
Aberdeen (four); Alva (four); Annan; Ayr (two); Ballachulish; Ballis- 
Brydekirk ; Cardross ; Carluke ; Cleland ; Coatbridge (two) ; Cupar Angus ; 
ston; Banchory; Blythswood; Boness; Bonhill; Brechin (three); 
Dalziel: Denny ; Dumfries; Dundonald ; Dunoon and Kilmun ; Dunoon 
and Rothesay ; Edinburgh (two); Fauldhouse ; Fraserburgh ; Galashiels 
(two) ; Glasgow (eight) ; Gourdon ; Govan (two) ; Grangemouth ; Gullane ; 
Hotts Bridge ; Huntley; Inch; Jedburgh (two); Kames ; Kelso; Kclton; 
Kemnay (two); Kilbowie; Kilfinan; Kinross (two); Kirkintillock (two) ; 
Largs; Longside (two); Milton of Campsie: Montrose; Morningside ; 
Mount Florida; New Monkland; Port Bannatyne ; Port Glasgow ; 
Peterculter, Roschearty; Rothesay (five); St. Fergus; Sanchie ; 
Selkirk (two); Stonehaven (two); Thurso; Tuheoultry; ‘Turriff ; 


Page 


1021 


1021 


1022 


1022 


. 1022 


. 1022 


and Woodside ; to lie upon the Table 1022 
LocaL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WoMEN) Bitt.—Petition from Montrose, 

in favour; to lie upon the Table . 1025 
MakRIAGE with A Deceased Wire's Sister Bitt.—Petitioas against; from 

Bishops Ceeve; Leigh; Kemerton; Oxenton; Tewkesbury; Tirley ; 

Tredington ; and Twyning ; to lie upon the Table “ 1025 
MAkRIAGE WITH A DeceasED Wire’s SIsTeR Bitt.—Petition from Montrose, 

in favour; to lie upon the Table es ‘a - ee oe 1023 
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Puarmacy Bitt.—Petition from Montrose, in favour; to lie upon the Table .. 1023 


Ratine oF Macuinery Bitt.—Petition from Ecclesall Bierlaw, against: to 
lie upon the Table vis - a ‘8 ™ ‘ia as -» 1023 


SALE oF INTOXICANTS TO CHILDREN BiLut.—Petition from Montrose, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ron ve ae res - “ -- 1023 


Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT Biti.—Petition from Montrose, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table - Ke ae a $e es .. 1025 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Trish Land Act, 1903.—Paper [presented 17th April] to be printed. [No. 151] 1033 
Tratntnc Cotteces (IRELAND).—Return [presented 4th May] to be printed. 
[No. 152] “ ‘ BA ‘ a i a ag! -- 1023 


Potting Districts (Boroucn or HuppersFieip).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the Council of the Borough of Huddersfield re-dividing the Lock- 
wood Ward of the Borough into Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table - 25 i és 2 es = os es .. 1024 

Borter Exptosion Acts, 1882 anp 1890.—Copy presented, of Report to the 
Secretary of the Board of Trade upon the working of the Boiler Explosions 
Acts, 1882 and 1890, with Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table Se - in ss i oe es be .. 1024 


West Inpirs.—Copy presented, of Despatch to the Governors of the West 
Indian Colonies respecting the West Indian Mail Contract [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table... “a ea oe xi ‘ as .. 1021 


LocaL GoverNMENT Boarp (ScoTtLanp).—Copy presented, of Tenth Annual 
Report of the Local Government Board for Scotland, 1904 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table... is we a ue ne i .. 1024 


TraDdE Reports (ANNuAL Series).—Copies presented, of d plomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3363 and 3364 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table .. “8 - e% ‘a a ua ‘3 -- 102% 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Lunacy. Copy 
of Report to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made, the number 
of Patients seen, and the number of miles travelled by the Visitors of 
Lunatics between October Ist, 1904, and March 31st, 1905 [by Act] .. 1024 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Rerusat oF LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp To SancTION ALTERATION IN DIET 
AT Reaping VAGRANT Warps.—Question, Mr. Rufus Isaacs (Berkshire, 
Reading); Answer, Mr. Grant Lawson D me a By .. 1024 


GRADUATED INcome Tax IN Foreicn Countries.—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland); Answer, Earl Perey es as .. 1025 


IMporTATION oF Picmins ror Pusiic Exuterrion.—Question, Sir Brampton 
Gurdon (Norfolk, N.); Answer, Earl Percy .. ‘ a ve .. 1025 
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WorKING OF FERTILISERS AND FeEepiNnG Sturrs Act, 1893 — FurtTHER LEGIsLa- 
TION.—Questiop, Mr. sneieinad (Northamptonshire, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Ailwyn Fellowes : ‘ a “a .. 1026 


Infant Lire Protection.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Mr Akers-Douglas sis we we ins a ba .. 1027 


WaceEs OF QUALIFIED Post Orrick LEARNERS ATTACHED FOR TEMPORARY 
Duty ELSEWHERE.—Question, Mr. William Abraham on abana N.E. ‘ 
Answer, Lord Stanley .. ee ; - , . 1027 


Hours OF TELEGRAPHISTS IN DUNDEE Post OFrFice.—Question, Mr. Shackleton 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe) ; Answer, Lord Stanley Ae i ist .. 1027 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE STAFF—CASE OF TELEGRAPHIST BootH.—Question, 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ; Answer, Lord Stanley... .. 1028 


CapITAL LIABILITIES.—Question, Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain Ry a an 2; oe = .. 1029 


RATE OF INTEREST ON EXCHEQUER BORROWINGS AND CoNnsoLs REDEEMED 
DURING 1904-5.—Question, Mr. McKenna; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain Re a oi Pe es ae oa me ” .. 1029 


YreELD oF THE Lanp Tax.—Question, Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) ; Answer, 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain ak x“ - es ws ia .. 1030 


GRADUATED INCoME-TAX—BriTIsH CoLONIEs.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel ; 
Answer, Mr. Lyttelton ei “i - - - as .. 1030 


Ricuts oF British InprAns IN Cape CoLtony.—Question, Mr. Runciman ; 
Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 7 “k < oe ws we .. 1030 


THE ARTILLERY ScHooL oF GUNNERY.—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster és - si “ia es .. 1030 


DISCHARGE OF CIVILIAN War Orrice EMPLOYEES AT PorTSMOUTH.—Question, 
Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. .. 1031 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Scotland) Bill [Seconp Reap1ne.| 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. Hunter Craig (Lancashire, Govan; — .. es i “s .. 1032 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 

time.” 

Sir Lewis McIver (Edinburgh, E.; a me ae ce .. 1039 


Amendment proposed— 
p 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Questior to add 
the words ‘ upon this day six months.’ ”’—(Sir Lewis McIver.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) .. 1049 
Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrew, W.) .. 1053 
Mr. Leif Jones (Westmorland, Appleby) .. 1058 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkcudbrightshire) .. 1065 
Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cornwall, Camborne) .. 1067 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton . 1072 
Mr. Whittaker (Yorks, W.R., Spen Valley) , ‘ . 1076 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) .. 1080 
Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) . 1084 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 109; Noes, 142. (Division List No. 151.) 
Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. 


NEW BILL. 


Factory AnD WorksHopP ACT (1901) AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend The Factory 
and Workshop Act, 1901, in respect of Laundries, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Cameron Corbett, Sir Hugh Shaw- Stewart, Mr. Arthur Henderson, 
and Mr. Trev elyan. 


Factory and Workshop Act (1901) Amendment Bill.—‘“ To amend The 
Factory and Workshop Act, 1901, in respect of Laundries,” presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time ; ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 204.] ; 


Whereupon Mr. Deputy-SpeakeER adjourned the House without Ques- 
tion put, in pursuance of Standing Order No. 3 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six o’clock till Monday next. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 81H MAY, 1905. 


Sat First.—The Lord Chelmsford sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
father 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been com- 
plied with :—Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Liver- 
pool, etc.) [H.L.]. 


Also the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have not been complied with :—Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and 
Water Company (Petition for Bill). 


. 1087 


. 1089 
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And also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable 
to the following Bills have been complied with :—Acton Sewage ; Birming- 
ham Corporation ; Brentwood Gas ; Great Berkhampstead Gas ; Ilfracombe 
Harbour and Improvement ; London Gas; Otley Improvement; Great 
Northern Railway ; Nottingham and Retford Railway ; Seaham Gas ; 
Croydon Gas ; Dublin Corporation (Superannuation) ; Hitchin and Dis- 
trict Gas. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Lautour’s Divorce Bill [u.u.]. Witnesses ordered to attend on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, two to produce documents . . “e ‘ 


Matlock Bath eeerenan Bill Un. L.].—Witnesses ordered to attend the 
Select Committee .. ; ne er 7 ea 


Ear or STaMFoRvD’s CHESHIRE Estrare.—Petition for a Private Bill, together 
with a copy of the proposed Bill annexed thereto; read, and referred to 
two English Judges 


Corbett : aaa Bill aim ].—Judges’ Report received; Bill presented, and 


read ]* 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill [#.1.]—The Chairman of 
Committees informed the House that the opposition . the Bill was with- 


drawn 


Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment) Bill.— Read 2", and committed 


Great Central Railway Bill. [1.L.]—Dearne Valley Railway Bill [1.1]; 
Sheffield University Bill [H.L.]. Read 3*, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons ” as 


Southampton and Winchester Great Western eens eee 
(Abandonment) Bill.—Read 3", and passed .. a 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and Rochester Water Bill.—Read ‘ 


with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons .. 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill.—Great Western Railway (New Rail- 
ways) Bill; Aylesbury Gas Bill ; Ealing Corporation Bill ; South Oxford- 
shire Water and Gas Bill ; Great Western Railw: ay ( Additional Pow ers) Bill; 
Paste Urban District Council Bill; Colne Corporation Bill ; Stockport 

Corporation Bill; Halifax Corporation Bill; Andover Lighting and Power 
Bill ; Bristol Corporation Bill; Croydon Corporation Bill; Swansea Cor- 
poration Bill. Brought from the Commons ; read 1‘; and | referred to the 
[Examiners .. ; 


Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill [x.1.].—Entre Rios Railways Bill [a.t. I 
Returned from the Commons agreed to . ‘+ 


Worcestershire County Council Bridges Bill —Examiner’s Certificate of 
non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders 
Committee on Tuesday, the 16th ‘ieskeu = ii x a ve 
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Wellingborough and District Tramroads and Electricity Supply Bill 
[H.L.].—The order made on the 3lst of March last appointing certain Lords 
the Select Committee to consider the Bill, discharged... 
boa 

Bridgwater Canals Bill [x.t.].—The Chairman of Committees informed the 
House that the Promoters do not intend to proceed further with the Bill. 
The Orders made on the 3rd and 31st of March last, einen Ordered, 
That the Bill be not further proceeded with ok wa ‘ 


Sunderland and South Shields Water Bill.—The Chairman of Committees 
informed the House that the Promoters do not intend to proceed further 
with the Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be not further proceeded with 


Abertillery Urban District Water Bill. [u.t.].—The Chairman of Com- 
mittees informed the House that the Promoters do not intend to proceed 
further with the Bill. The Orders of the 21st of February and the 3lst of 
March last, discharged. Ordered, That the Bill be not further proceeded 
with : v ee % or < a :% s ; 


Barrymore Estate Bill: [1.1.] Leven’s Patent Bill [#.1.]—Committed 


Hythe Corporation Bill [".1.].—Whitby Urban District Council Bill [#.v.]; 
Mansfield Corporation Bill [#.1.]; Hastings Tramways Bill [#.1.]; London 
Squares and Enclosures (Preservation) Bill [a...]; Nottingham Corpora- 
tion Bill [a.1.]; Sandgate Urban District Council Bill [#.L.]; Blackpool 
Improvement Bill [H.L.]. Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Lord Denman be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Shute (V. Barrington) ; 
read, and agreed to 


Bangor (County Down) Water and Improvement Bill [1.1.}.—Mitlock 
Bath Improvement Bill [#.1.]; Metropolitan and Great Central Railway 
Companies Bill [H.1.]; Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water 
Board Bill [x.1.]; Formby Township Bill [H.1.]; Humber Conservancy Bill 
[u.L.]. Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Chelms- 
ford be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bills in the place of the Earl of Westmeath ; read, and agreed to .. 


Harbour, etc., Bills.—Report of the Board of Trade on the Humber Conserv- 
ancy Bill [u.1.]. Ordered to be laid before the House (The Lord Privy 
Seal (M. Salisbury) oe a a a we : 


PARLIAMENTARY Papers (Recess).—The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the following Papers, having been commanded to be presented 
to this House by His Majesty, had been so presented on the following dates 
by delivery to the Clerk of the Parliaments, pursuant to Standing Order No. 
CXI., viz. 


Charity Commission. Fifty-second Report of the Charity Commis- 
sioners for England and Wales. (April 17.) 


Egypt, No. 1 (1905)—Reports by His Majesty’ s Agent and Consul- 
General on the finances, admin’strat’on, and conditren of Egypt and the 
Soudan in 1904. (April 17.) 
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Board of Education :-— 


I. Regulations for secondary schools from Ist August, 1905, to~ 
31st July, 1906. (April 17.) 


II. Special reports on educational subjects. Volume 15.—School 
training for the home duties of women. Part I. The teaching of 
“ domestic science ” in the United States of America. (April 27.) 


Free and United Free Churches (Scotland) :— 


I. Royal Commission on Churches, 
Vol, I.—Reports. 
Vol. II.—Minutes of evidence and appendices. (April 18.) 


II. Departmental Commission. Interim Report to the Secretary 
for Scotland by Sir John Cheyne, K.C. (May 3.) 


Education (Scotland). Report and Papers relating to the training of 
teachers for the vear 1903-1904. (April 18.) 


Labour Statistics (Board of Trade) (Labour Department). Tenth 
Abstract of Labour Statistics of the United Kingdom, 1902-1904. (April 18.) 


Transvaal :— 

I. Further correspondence relating to labour in the Transvaal mine 
(in continuation of [{Cd. 2183]). (April 18.) 

II. Papers relating to Constitutional changes in the Transvaal. 
(April 27.) 

III. Despatch transmitting Letters Patent and Order in Council 
providing for Constitutional changes in the Transvaal. (April 27.) 


Education ([reland) 1904. Annual Report of the Commissioners of 
Education in Ireland, for the year 1904. (April 27.) 


Agrarian Offences (Provinces) (Ireland). Return for the year ended 
December 31st, 1904. (April 27.) 


Lunacy (Scotland). Forty-seventh Annual Report of the General 
Board of Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland. (April 27.) 


Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887. Return of the number of Eviction 
Notices filed during the Quarter ended Docember 31st, 1904. (Avril 27.) 


Trade. Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with 
Foreign Countries and British Possessions, 194, compared with the four 
preceding years. Vol. I. (Summaries, Abstract, and detailed Tables of 
Imports and Exports). (April 27.) 


Factory and Workshop (Laundries). List of religious and charitable 
institutions in which laundries are carried on. (April 27.) 


Explosives (Explosion at Messrs. Eley Brothers’ Factory, Edmonton, 
Middlesex. Report to the right hon. the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department by Captain J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s Chief Inspector of 
Explosives, on the circumstances attending an explosion of collodion cotton 
which occurred at the factory of Messrs. Eley Brothers, Limited, at 
fdmonton, Middlesex, on March 7th, 1905. (April 27.) 











xcli TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 8, Page 
TREATY SERIES. 


No. 9. (1905. Convention between the United Kingdom and France 
respecting commercial relations between France and India; signed at 
London, February 19th, 1903, (Ratifications exchanged at London, March 
27th, 1905.) 


No. 10 (1905). Convention between the United Kingdom and France 
respecting commercial relations between France and the British Protector- 
ates of East Africa, Central Africa, and Uganda; signed at London, 23rd 
February, 1903. (Ratifications exchanged at London, 27th March, 1905.) 


No. 11 (1905). Convention between the United Kingdom and France 
respecting commercial relations between France and the Seychelles Islands ; 
signed at London, 16th April, 1902. (Ratifications exchanged at London, 
27th March, 1905.) 


No. 12 (1905). Convention between the United Kingdom and France 
respecting commercial relations between France and Ceylon; signed at 
London, 19th February, 1903. (Ratifications exchanged at London, 27th 
March, 1905.) 


No. 13 (1905). Convention between the United Kingdom and Japan 
respecting commercial relations between Japan and India; signed at Tokio, 
29th August, 1904. (Ratifications exchanged at Tokio, 15th March, 1905). 
(April 27.) 


TRADE Reports. 


I. Annual Series. 


No. 3342. Germany (Chemnitz and Saxony). 
No. 3343, Austria-Hungary (Finances and General Economic Con- 
ditions of Austria-Hungary). 
No. 3344. China (Canton). 
No. 3345. Chile (Coquimbo). 
No. 3346. France (Calais). 
No. 3347. Argentine Republic (Buenos Ayres). 
No. 3348. United States (Texas). 
No. 3349. United States (Chicago). 
No. 3350. Denmark (Iceland). (April 27.) 
No. 3351. Russia (Poland and Lithuania). 
No. 3352. Spain (Bilbao). (April 28.) 
No. 3353. United States (New York). ‘April 29.) 
No, 5354. China (Newehwang). 
No. 3355. Peru (Iquitos). (May 2.) 
No. 3356. Portugal (Azores). 
No. 3357. Turkey (Constantinople). 
No. 3358. Germany (Pomerania). (May 3.) 
No, 3309. Turkey (Trebizond Vilayet). 
No. 3560. Persia (Arabistan). (May 4.) 
No. 5301. Greece (Thessaly). 
No. 5362. Argentine Republic (Rosaria), (May 5.. 
No. 5363. Turkey (Aleppo and Andana), 
No. 5564. China (Wuhu). (May 6.) 
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II. (MIscELLANEOUS SERIgEs). 


No. 633, Italy (Mineral Weaith of the Provine?s of Siena and Grosseto), 
(Mav 2.) 


Underfed Children at Public Elementary Schools. Circulars issued in 
April, 1905, by the Local Government Board and the Board of Education as 
to the cases of children attending public elementary schools who are without 
adequate nourishment. (April 29.) 


Wellington College. Report of the Governors for the year ended 31st 
December, 1904; with accounts. (May 1.) 


Mines and Quarries. Reports of His Majesty's Inspectors of Mines and 
Quarries for the year 1904. (May 1.) 


teformatory and Industrial Schools (Great Britain). Forty-eighth 
Report, for the year 1904, of the Inspector of Reformatory and Industrial 
Schools. Part I. List of Schools and detailed Reports. (May 1.) 


Navy (Gunnery). Result of Gunlayers Competition in His Majesty’s 
Fleet 1904. (May 3.) 


Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland). Fourth Annus} 
General Report ef the Department, 1903-1904. (May 3.) 


i 


Turkey, No. 2 (1905). Further correspoid:ne> respecting the Affairs 
of South Eastern Europe (in continuation of “ Turkey No. 4 (1994) ”). 
(May 4.) 


Newfoundland. Report on the Foreign Trade and Commn>rce of New- 
foundland. (May 4.) 


Transvaal and Orange River Colony. Further correspond2ne? re- 
lating to Affairs in the Transvaal and Orange River Colony (in continua- 


tion of [Cd. 2104]). (May 4.) 


Post Office. Agreement between the Post Office of Great Britain and 
Ireland and the Post Office Department of the United States of America for 
the direct exchange of parcels by parcel post, dated 3rd February, 1905. 
(May 5.) 


West Indies. Despatch to the Governors of the West Indian Colonies 
respecting the West Indian Mail Contract. (May 6.) 


Boiler Explosions. Report to the Secretary of the Board of Trade upon 
the working of the Boiler Explosions Acts, 1882 and 1890; with appendices 


(in continuation [Cd. 1764.]). (May 6.) 


Local Government Board (Scotland). Tenth Annual Report of the 
Local Government Board for Scotland, 1904. (May 6.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table Ba oe Re .. 1092 
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Pusiic Recorps (Fines AND Recoverties).—Schedule containing a list and 
particulars of classes of documents connected with the alienation of land 
by means of fines and recoveries which are not considered of sufficient public 
value to justify their preservation in the Public Record Office a .. 1097 


Irish Lanp Act, 1903.—Treasury rules and regulations, dated 14th April, 1905, 
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Potuine Districts (BoroucH or HuDDERSFIELD).—Order made by the Council 


of the borough of Huddersfield re-dividing the Lockwood Ward of the 
borough into polling districts : 5 ee ee a ; 


LicHTHousEs, ETc. (LocAL INspEcTION).—Reports to the Board of Trade by the 
Trinity House of Deptford Strond, the Commissioners of Northern Light- 
houses, and the Commissioners of Irish Lights, of their inspection of local 
lighthouses, buoys, and beacons (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 176, of Session 1904). 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Union or Benerices (Metropouts) Act, 1860.—Scheme for effecting an union 
of the Benefices of St. Paul’s, Covent Garden, and of St. Michael’s, Burleigh 
Street, in the city of Westminster, and for effecting certain other measures 
incidental to or arising out of such union. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and to be printed. (No. 58.) 


THamEes ConsERVANCY.—General Report of the proceedings of the Conservators 
of the river Thames during the year ended 5lst December, 1904, with a 
statement of the accounts of the Conservators for that year. Delivered 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Hargour, Etc., Bitts.—Return respecting, laid before the House (pursuant to 
Order of this day) and to be printed. (No. 59.) 


NEW BILLS. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1.) Bill [1.L.] (No. 60).—A Bill 
to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Craster, Tralee, and Tenit ; 
and Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill (ut. ] (No. 61).—A Bill 
to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
General Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to Melfort and Portencross. 


Were presented by the Lord Privy Seal (M. Salisbury); read 1*; to be 
printed ; and referred to the Examiners + “a wy ‘ 


Naval and Military Medals Bill [4...].—A Bill to regulate and restrict the 
wearing of naval and military medals and decorations. Was presented by 
the Viscount Hutchinson (£. Donoughmore) ; read 1*; and to be printed. 
(No. 62,) : $a a ne : 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill.—Read 2* (according to order), 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow ‘ 


House adjourned at half-past Four o'clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 81x MAY, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. SpEAKER’s ABSENCE AND THE ABSENCE OF THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND 
Mrans.—The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informed the House of 


the unavoidable absence cf Mr. Speaker, owing to continued ind isposition, 


and of the unavoidable absence of the Chairman of Ways and Means, owing 
to indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. JErrreys, the Deputy-Chairman, proceeded to the Table, 
and, after Prayers, took the Ch@ir as Deputy-Speaker, pursuant to the 
Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Brits (StanpinG OrprERS AppLICABLE THERETO ComPLIED WITH).— 
Mr. Deputy-Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable 
thereto have been complied with, viz. :—London County Council (Money) 


Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. se 26 a 


Private Bits [Lorps] (StanpING Orpers Not Previousty INQUIRED INTO 
CompLiep witH).—Mr. Depury-SpeakKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—South Eastern and 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time .. _ is ‘i rr 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs (STANDING OrvERS AppLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
witH).—Mr. Deputy-Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
«Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Order (No. 3) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) 
Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time to-morrow... iis Be 


Private Bitts (Petirion ror AppDITIONAL Provision) (STANDING ORDERS 
nNoT CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. DEpuTy-SpEAKER laid upon the Table Reports 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the Petition for additional Provision in the following Bills, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with, viz. :—London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill; London County Council (Tramways) Bill; Wigan Corpora- 
tion Bull, 


Ordered, That the Reports be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders .. wi ‘a a ia - - mp ea 
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Heckmondwike Improvement Bill.—Read the third time and passed . 1101 
Marylebone Chapels Bill ond —Read the third time, and wie with- 

out Amendment j “5 .. 110l 


South Wales Electrical Power Diseiae ‘Compeny _ —Read the 


third time, and passed 


Baker Street and Waterloo sasittieadias Bill.—As amended, corsidered ; to be 
read the third time ; +i es a ‘ 


Charing Cross, Euston and Hampstead Railway Bill.—As amended, con- 
sidered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time 2 


Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill—As amended, considered; to be 
“read the third time - - , ‘a si fa on ‘ 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways aan aes Bill eng — 
Considered , to be read the third time : ; 


Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh nee nines rename 
Bill.—Read the third time, and passed .. ‘ ‘ 


Local Government Provisional one om li Bill.—Read a second 
time, and committed : , * ie : 


Mullingar, Kells and Drogheda Railway Bill.—Order for Second aie 
upon Thursday, May 11th, read, and discharged ; Bill withdrawn 


Private Bitts (Grove H).—Ordered, That Samuel Rideal and John Clough 
Thresb do attend the Committee on Group H of Private Bills on Thurs- 
day next, at Twelve of the clock 


PoLicE AND SANITARY ComMitreeE.—Ordered, That Dr. William Collingridge 
do attend the Police and Sanitary Committee To-morrow, at half -past 


« 1 


. 1101 


. 1101 


. 1L0l 


. 1101 
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. 1101 


. 1101 


. 1102 


Eleven of the clock . 1102 
PETITIONS. 
EpucaTion (ScoTLaNp) Biii.—Petition from Fearn, for alteration; to lie 
upon the Table 7 a ae ‘a oe ee oe - 1102 
Kpucation (ScotLanD) Biti.—Petition from Lesmahagow, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table ee ee ae i és ‘a ea v4 ee 1102 
FRANCHISE AND Removal or WoMEN’s DisaBitiries Bitt.—Two Petitions from 
West Bristol, in favour; to lie upon the Table . 1102 
JUVENILE Smokina Bitt.—Petition from Leith, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table . 1103 
Liquor Trarric Locat Veto (ScotLanp) Bitt.—Petition from Kirriemuir, 
1103 


against ; to lie upon the Table ks aey oe ee ee 
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Liquor Trarric Loca Veto (ScoTtLaAND) Bitt.—Petitions in favour; from 
Broughty Ferry; Cockburnspath; Coldstream; Dundee; Eastwood ; 
Edinburgh ; Glasgow (two); Govan; Hillhead and Kelvinside ; Kelso 
Abbey ; Kiloyth (two); Kinning Park; Kirkealdy; Larbert; Leith ; 
Lesmahagow; Maryhill; Paisley; Portobello; Reston; and Scour: to 
lie upon the Table i as oe - ae oa we -» 1105 


MaRRIAGE WITH A Deceasep Wire’s Sister Bu.1..—Petition from Margate, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ea “a sh - es .. 1103 


Mitx Depots (Lonpon) Bitt.—Petition from Lewisham, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table - - wes a - ia - .- 1103 


WoMEN’s ENFRANCHISEMENT BiLL.—Petition from North Manchester, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table... a ai ee = cee a os 2108 
i 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Locat TAXATION (GRANTs IN AID).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
10th April; Mr. Black]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


Evictions (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return of the number of Evictions in 
Ireland for the quarter ended 5ist March, 1905 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table = = ” an La os > -- 1103 


Distases oF ANmmAIS Acts, 1894 To 1903.—Copy presented, of the Hull (Channel 
Islands Avimals) Landing Place Order of 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table ax a ais ae as a ne ar me .. 110t 


NavaL EXPENDITURE (GREAT BrItaIn AND ForEIGN CouNntTRIES).—Retura pre- 
sented, relative thereto [ordered 4th May ; Sir Edgar Vincent]; to Jie upon 
the Table os - we a se ais “6s .. 110k 


Paper Latp UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Union of Benefices 
Act (Saint Paul, Covent Garden, with Saint Michael, Burleigh Street). 
Copy of Scheme under The Union of Benefices Act, 1860, for effecting an 
Union of the Benefices of Saint Paul, Covent Garden, with Saint Michael, 
Burleigh Street [by Act] ny ais os sis BE oe .. L1Lot 


CorporaL PuNIsHMENT.—Address for “ Return of all sentences of Corporal 
Punishment inflicted under 26 and 27 Vic., c. 44, upon persons convicted cf 
offences under Section 43 of The Larceny Act, 1861, and Section 2! of The 
Offences Against the Person Act, 1861, in England and Wales, from the 31st 
day of December, 1905, to the 31st day of December, 190+ (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 288, of Session 1904).”—(Mr. Lloyd Morgan.) 1104 


SucaR AND SuGaRED Goopbs (Import Duvies) Foreign (Countrigs).—Return 
ordered, “showing the amount of the Import Duties imposed on Sugar 
and on confectionery, jams, biscuits, cakes, and other sugared goods in 
Germany, Austria, Hungary, Belgium, Holland, France, and Switzerland ; 
and also a Return of the drawbacks granted on exports in these countries 
on all these commodities.”—(Mr. Lough.) - vs re .» L104 
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SmaLLpox.—Return ordered ‘ showing as regards each Port or other Sanitary 
District ia England and Wales (exclusive of any district wholly or partly in 
London), in respect of which during the year ended the 25th day of March, 

1905, cases of Smallpox have been reported to the Local Government Board ; 

the number of such cases ; and also, where the number reported has ex- 
ceeded 100, the estimated amount of the expenditure incurred by the Sanitary 
Authority in consequence of the occurrence of such cases.” —(Sir John Tuke.) 1104 


East Inpia (FinanctaL StatemeNnt).—Address for “Copy of the Indian 
Financial Statement for 1905-6 and of the Proceedings of the Legislative 
Council of the Governor-General thereon.” —(Sir Henry Fowler.) — .. 1105 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Estates ComMMIsstoneRS—LecaL Apvics BY LAW OFFICERS OF THE 
Crown.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 1105 


Navy—TRAINING OF ENGINEER Orricers—AGE RecuLATIoNs.—Question, Sir 
Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman.. es ay .. 1105 


New Construction IN British AND Foreign Navies.—Question, Mr. Parting- 
ton (Derbyshire, High Peak); Answer, Mr. Pretyman - " .. 1106 


Irish Boarp or AGRricuLTuRE—LocaL Bopiles AND STAFF GRIEVANCES.— 
Question, Mr. O’Kelly (Mayo, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long a .. 1106 


Uncertiriep Deatus IN ScoTLAND AND IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross 
and Cromarty); Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson .. .. me - -. 1107 


Fines ror ILLEGAL TRAWLING.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Scott Dick- 
son se te ne are pe ae a me a «« LIO7 


SELECTIONS OF JUSTICES OF THE PEACE TO THE LICENSING CouRT IN SCOTLAND.— 
Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.); Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson .. 1108 


Poor Law MepicaL ReL_ier—RECOMMENDATIONS OF DEPARTMENTAL Com- 
MITTEE.—Question, Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs); Answer, Mr. 
Scott Dickson aoe ae ee a ays ae pe .. 1108 


LEARNERS IN DunpDEE TeLEGRAPH DepARTMENT.—Question, Mr. J. F. Hope 
(Sheffield, Brightside) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ee .. 1108 


West Inpian Matt Conrract.—Question, Mr. Lawrence (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) ; Answer, Lord Stanley “a x a Pe + .. 1109 


AppeaL OF TELEGRAPHIST Fox or PortapowNn.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 
S.); Answer, Lord Stanley ae ae a es a3 ae .- 1110 


REMUNERATION OF IRISH AND Scotcu LAW OrFicers oF THa CROWN.—Questio 1, 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax); Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. “a ow 1500 


ParticuLars oF Freres or Law Orricers or THE CrowNn.—Question, Mr 
Whitley ; Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish fe oes ae «6 SEE 


REMUNERATION OF Law OFFICERS OF THE CrowNn.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; 
Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish we me es if ee ae hE 
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Setection (Staypine Committess).—Mr. Hatsey reported from the Committee 
of Selection: That they had discharged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure : 
Mr. Morrison ; and had appointed in substitution : Sir James Heath. 


Report to lie upon the Table. i - as [ aa .. 1148 


Trades Unions and Trade Disputes Bill. —- 


Reported, with Amendments, from the Standing Committee on Law, 
etc. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 154.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 154.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken into con- 
sideration to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 205.] .. es _ -. 1148 


Education (Scotland) Bill—[Seconp Reapine].—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That the Bill be now read a second 
9 . 


time. 

Mr. Arthur Henderson (Durham, Barnard Castle). . re ota .. 1148 
Sir Hugh Shaw Stewart (Renfrew, E.) - i ne as .. 1155 
Mr. Charles Douglas (Lanarkshire, N.W.) .. ey yaes’ a .. 1158 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge University) — .. me ae ze .. 1162 
Mr. Edwards (Radnor) as Bs Ae a Pee a .. 1164 
Sir Andrew Aqnew (Edinburgh, S.).. is a a me .. 1166 
Mr. Crombie (Kineardineshire\ = oss ne a t .. 1168 
Sir Lewis McIver (Edinburgh, W.) ne me ae as os SEGY 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Burghs) oa hes 3 a va DED 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkeudbrightshire) — .. = i ~ es vs 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire)  .. me a ae e oo ENGI 
Sir J. Stirling-Marwell (Glasgow, College) es Ss ia .. 1183 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick Burghs) ‘ss oy ns me .. 1184 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarhire, Partick) .. aig a Bk .. 1191 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) - en a 33 .. 1195 
Sir Walter Thorburn (Peebles and Selkirk) ae és 3 .. 1205 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) oe a <s Me ae .. 1208 
The Earl of Dalkeith (Roxburgh) ws ee 3 8 .. 1211 
Captain Ellice (St. Andrews Burghs) me ay a a .. 1213 


And, it being half-past Sevenof the clock, the Debate stood adjourned 
till this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Epucation (ScoTLAND) Brut. [Seconp Reaptne].—Order read, for resuming ad- 
journed debate on Question [8th May], “ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


Question again proposed. 


Captain Ellice is = - i ae xh ss .. 1214 
Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.) .. ote ok an .. 1217 
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Mr. Wallace (Perth) is ~» 1225 

The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Blac Ajriars ei .. 1228 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling _—" - . “ ~. 1237 

Mr. Caldwell (Lancashire, Mid) .. - ea ee .. 1238 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for To-morrow. 


ApsouRNMENT.—Motion made, and Question proposed “ That this House do now 


adjourn.” 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) .. a ah ie sa .. 1258 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) .. es “ ae ee oa .- 1259 
Mr. Joseph Devlin a ey se es n 4 ‘ .. 1260 
Sir A, Acland Hood ; es és ee ee mr .. 1261 
Mr. Whitley (Halifaz) se bs ws ‘3 7 <« ae 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8S. ‘ oa re n. < .. 1262 
Mr. Mooney (Dublin County, 8.) . - re _ $a .. 1262 


Attention called to the fact that 40 Members were not present. House 
counted and 40 Members not being present, the House was adjournes 
at half after Twelve of the clock till To-morrow. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, ru MAY, 105. 


Intropucep.—Francis, Lord Bishop of Oxford, was (in the usual manner) in- 
troduced .. oe is a es sis “i Me fs ws 1265 


Sar First.—The Lord Kenmare (Z. Kenmare) sat first in Parliament after the 
death of his father ee ne a es a ee x .. 1265 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Gamble’s Divorce Bill [u.L.].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading 
read. Counsel called in. Witnesses examined. Moved, that the Bill be 
now read 2", The same was agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the W hole House on Thursday next i .. 1265 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation) Bill [4.1.].—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. Counsel called in. Moved, that the Bill be now read 2". 
The same was agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next .. xe ote .. 1265 


Lautour’s Divorce Bill [H.L.].—Order of the Day for the Second Reading 
read. Counsel called in. Witnesses examined. Moved, that the Bill be 
now read 2", The same was agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly, and com- 
mitted to a Cc ommittee of the Whole House on Thursday next ~ .. 1265 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with ;—North Sussex Gas ; Woolwich Borough Council .. .. 1265 
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And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with ; Gas and Water Orders Confirma- 
tion (No. 1) [H.1.]; Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London No. 1) [#.L.]; Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London No. 2) [H.t.]. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table a 4 we .. 1265 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill [1.1.].—Reported, with Amendments .. 1265 


Hythe Corporation Bill [1...].—The Cuatrman or Committees informed the 
House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders made on 
the 21st of February and the 31st of March last discharged, and Bill 
committed .. .. ‘ ‘3 me a ch ‘cs a .. 1266 


Accrington Corporation Bill.—Read 2*, and committed. The Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. i sia Pr ..- 1266 


Donovan’s Divorce Bill [1.1.].—-A witness ordered to attend on the Second 
Reading of the Bill es ae a f3 a <a a .. 1265 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Acton District) Bill [1.1.]—Re- 
port from the Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The orders made on the 
27th of February and 9th of March last, discharged, and Billcommitted .. 1266 


Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh Extension Order Confirmation 
Bill.—Brought from the Commons ee ae a a .- 1266 
Heckmondwike Improvement Bill.—South Wales Electrical Power Distribu- 
tion Company Bill. Brought from the Commons; read 1" ; and referred 
to the Examiners “a a ‘“ a - 3 és .. 12€6 


Marylebone Chapels Bill [11.1..].—Returned from the Commons agreed to .. 1266 


Bangor (County Down) Water and Improvement Bill [#.1.].—Matlock 
Bath Improvement Bill [H.1.]; Metropolitan and Great Central Railway 
Companies Bill [H.1.]; Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire Water 
Board Bill [H.L.]; Formby Township Bill [H.L.]; Humber Conservancy 
Bill[H.L.]. Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord O'Hagan 
be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said 
Bills in the place of the Lord Chelmsford ; read, and agreed to... -- 126 


Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh Extension Order Confirmation 
Bill.—Read 1*; to be printed; and (pursuant to the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 2* (The Lord 
Kintore (£. Kintore)), and reported from the Committee. (No. 63).. .. 1267 


Electrical Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8)Bill [H.u.](No. 64).—A Bill 
to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, the Electric Lighting (Scotland) 
Act, 1890, and the Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1902, relating to Air- 
drie, Coatbridg», and Cults and District : ie . 1267 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill {4.u.] (No. 65).—A Bill 


to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Electric Lighti: g Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Brentford, Croydon 
(Rural), Durham (Districts), Eastbourne (Willingdon Extension), Gravesend 
(Extension to Northfleet), Kingsbury, Old Windsor, and Wimborne and 
District 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [#.1.] (No. 66).—A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Tramways, Act, 1870, relating to Bradford Corporation Tramways, Gorton 
Urban District Council Tramways, Keighley Corporation Tramways, Leeds 
Corporation Tramways, Liverpool Corporation Tramways Extensions, 
and Pudsey Corporation Tramways 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2 Bill) [".1.] (No. 67).—A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Tramways Act, 1870, relating to Aberavon Tramways, Colchester Corpora- 
tion Tramways, King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Council Tram- 
way, Luton Corporation Tramways, Portobello and Musselburgh Tramways 
(Amendment), and Southampton Corporation Tramways 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [1.1.] (No. 68).—A Bill to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Aberystwyth Gas, Haslemere Gas, 
Hayling Island Gas, Sandiacre Gas, and Stanford-le-Hope Gas, and 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill[1.1.] (No. 69).—A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the 
Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Dorking Water, 
Maidenhead Water, Tavistock Gas, Wey Valley Water, and Ystalyfera Gas. 
Were presented by the Lord Privy Seal (M. Salisbury); read 1*; to be 

printed ; and referred to the Examiners. 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill.—House in Committee (ac- 
cording to order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 5365. United States (Hawaii) ; 
No. 3366. Russia (Batoum). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
Frencu NEUTRALITY IN THE Far East. 


Earl Spencer .. as ai ea is es os <n ~ 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 
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Workmen’s Compensation Bill [1.1.]. 
House in Committee (according to Order), 
(‘The Earl of ONsLow in the Chair. ] 
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to, 
Clause 3— 
Lord Newton .. ‘ . 1270 
Amendment moved— 
“Tn Clause 3, page 2, line 35, after the word ‘ be’ toe insert the 
words ‘ commenced until after the expiration of twenty-eight days from 
the date when the notice of accident has been given and_shall not be.’ ” 
—(Lord Newton.) 
Lord Belper 1270 
Lord Davey 271 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
The Marquess of — . 1271 
Lord Davey . 1972 
Amendment moved — 
“In Clause 3, page 2, line 38, to leave out the word ‘six’ and 
insert the word ‘ fourteen.’ ”’—(Lord Davey.) 
Lord Belper .. «- 1272 
The Marquess of Ripon .. 1275 
Earl Spencer .. .. 1274 
Lord James of Hereford .. 1274 
Lord Belper .. 1275 
Lord Heneage .. .. 1275 
The Lord ( ‘hancellor . . 1275 
Lord Davey .. . 1276 
The Earl of Jersey .. 1276 
Lord Alverstone . 1277 
On Question, ‘ That the word ‘six’ stand part of the clause,” their Lord- 
ships divided :—Contents, 56; Not-Contents, 18. 
Lord Newton .. ee + > - Sa ‘ia ws 1278 
Amendment moved— 
“ In Clause 3, page 2, line 40, to leave out the words ‘ three months’ 
and insert the words ‘ six weeks.’ ”—(Lord Newton.) 
Lord Belper .. e — oe a ea = es e» 1279 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Clause 3 agreed to. 
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Clause 4 — 
Lord Davey 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn Clause 4, page 3, line 39, to leave out Sub-section (3). 


(Lord Davey.) 


Lord Belper 
Lord Davey .. £3 
The Lord Chancellor .. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Lord Davey .. - oe 


Amendment moved— “*8 


bed 


Page 


. 1279 


. 1280 
. 128) 
ww 1282 


“To insert the following new sub-section : ‘ In the principal Act, 


ee 


Section 4, the words 
hereby repealed.’ ”°—(Lord Davey.) 


Lhe Lord Chancellor .. 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clauses 4, 5 and 6 agreed to. 

Lord Newton .. 


Amendment moved— 


is merely ancillary or incidental to and” are 


+. 1288 


»» 1284 


“In Clause 6a, page 4, line 23, after the word ‘ any’ to insert the 


word ‘ foreign. ’ ’—(Lord Newton.) 
Amendment withdrawn. 

Clause 7. 
Lord Davey 


Amendment moved— 


. 1284 


“In Clause 7, page 4, line 40, to leave out the words ‘ by the un- 


dertakers. ’”’—(Lord Davey.) 
Lord Belper 


Lord Davey 
Tord Alverstone 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee withdrawn. 


Lord Tweedmouth 


Amendment moved— 


. 1286 
. 1286 
.. 1286 


. 1287 


“In Clause 7, page 4, line 43, after the words ‘ engineering work ’ 


to insert the words ‘ shoeing forge. ’ ”—(Lord Tweedmouth.) 


Lord Belper ae 


1287 
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On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

The Earl of is * we a a + es .. 1288 

Lord Davey : Pr - - a i ae .. 1289 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 7, page 5, line 18, after the word ‘ locomotives ’ to in- 
sert the words ‘ for the purpose of any trade or business, or in agricul- 
ture.’ ”’—(Lord Davey.) 


Lord Belper va - ae ws [re a as .. 1289 
Lord Davey és a x mS a ite i -- 1289 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Lord Davey 5 oS we wt a es - -. 1290 


Amendment moved— 
“Tn Clause 7, page 5, line 22, to leave out the second word ‘ and’ ; 
and in line 2%, after the word ‘ siding’ to insert the words ‘ or other 
building or work.’ ”’—(Lord Davey.) 
Lord Belper - - as en he - a -- 1290 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Lord Newton ee sf ms of as a ee .. 1290 


Amendment moved-— 
“ Tn Clause 7, page 6, lines 18 and 19, to leave out the words ‘ owner 
or lessee of or,’ and after the word ‘ person ’ in line 19 to insert the words 
‘having the actual use or occupation or. ’ ’’ —(Lord Newton.) 


Lord Belper i sh a Pr =e +s ‘s .. 129] 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Clause 7, as amended, agreed to. 
Lord Newton ‘s is es ei ae we “s oo 1291 


Amendment moved— 

“ After Clause 7 to insert the following new clause: ‘In Para- 
graph (1) (a) (i) of the First Schedule after the words ‘ equal to his’ to 
insert the word ‘ net,’ after the words ‘ amount of his’ to insert the word 
‘net,’ and after the words ‘average weekly ’ to insert the word ‘ net,’ and 
in Paragraph (1) (b) of the First Schedule after the words ‘ average 
weekly ’ to insert the word ‘ net.””—(Lord Newton.) 


The Lord Chancellor a ‘ea ‘ec ‘a ss as -- 1292 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Clauses 8 and 9 agreed to. 
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Clause 10. 


Lord Davey ws - és a+ - Ke «. 1298 


e 
Amendment moved—— 


“Tn Clause 10, page 9, line 21, to leave out the word ‘suitable’ and 
to insert the werd ‘ other.’ ”—(Lord Davey.) 


Lord Belper ae - - ws 7 ve i -- 1293 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Clause 10 agreed to. 


Clauses 11 to 16 agreed to. 





Lord Davey - - ee = “a - eo ». 1294 


Amendment moved— : 
“In the Second Schedule to the principal Act, Sub-section (2), 
after the first word ‘ Judge ’ to insert the words ‘ or by a single arbitra- 
tor appointed by him,’ and to repeal the words from ‘ rules of Court ’ to 
the end of the sub-section.” —(Lord Davey.) 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Lord Davey “ ee ¥ i + ad os ~+ 1294 


Amendment moved— 
“In Sub-section (7) to leave out the words ‘a Judge of the High 


' Court at Chambers’ and insert the words ‘ the County Court Judge.’ ” 
—(Lord Davey.) 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Clauses 17 to 21 agreed to. 

Clause 22. 


Lord James of Hereford _ - = a ue ws «+ 1295 
The Lord Chancellor is ts ee is 3 ae -. 1296 


Clause 22 agreed to. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 70.) 


CRIMINAL Cases (RESERVATION OF Pornts or Law) Butt [#.1.]. [Seconp 
ReapinG].—Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor ne ee is ar fi ee .. 1297 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—( The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Bill read 2*, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 
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Tan Natives OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA. — 


The Lord Archbishop of espa 5 es ‘a oe ais .. 1298 
Viscount Knutsford , = “ ao es .. 1307 
Lord Tennyson es + 7 ina “a iz .. 1310 
Earl Carrington a .. Bll 
The Under Secretary of State jor the Colonies (The Duke of Marlb: orough) 1311 
The Marquess of Ripon .. .. 117 
The Secretary of State a Foreign Affairs (The Marques of Lansdowne 1319 
Earl Spencer , ; aa . .- 1321 


House adjourned at Eight o’clock, to Thursday next, half-past 
Ten o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 9TH MAY, 1905, 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE AND THE ABSENCE OF THE CHAIRMAN OF WAYS ANvD 
MEANS. 


The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informed the House of 
the unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker and of the CHatRMAN or Ways 
AND MEANS, owing to continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. Jerrreys, the Deputy-Chairman, proceeded to the 
Table, and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy-Speaker, pursuant to 
the Standing Order a a 3 ss ae - 3 .- 1322 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bit, Petitions |Lorps] (STANDING OrDERS NoT COMPLIED WITH).— 
Mr. Deputy-SpeeakeER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz. :—Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Com- 


pany Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Stand- 
ing Orders .. a - - és “a = aa - -. 1322 


Hessle Gas Bill [Lorps].—Holy Trinity, Portsea, Bill avant As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time .. p sa «« 1322 


Clyde Navigation sannnaaniitie Bill ones —Read a second time, 
committed, a Pe a -- 1322 


Electric Lighting Provisional (Order No. 3) Bill.—Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. Read a second time, and commitred ee ee -- 1322 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) -B:ll.—‘ To 
confirm certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to Kilrush (Rural), Londonderry, and New Ross,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland; supported by Mr. Walte. 
Long; read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 206].. ws % es »» 1523 
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Ulster and Connaught Light Railways Bill.—Petition for additional 
Provision ; referred to the Kxaminers of Petitions for Private Bills .. .-« 1338 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs, 


That they have agreed to—Southampton and Winchester Great Western 
Junction Railway (Abandonment) Bill, without Amendment. 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and Rochester Water Bill, with 
Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to authorise the 
construction of new railways and works and the acquisition of lands by the 
Great Central Railway Company in connection with their undertaking ; 
the acquisition of additional lands and the execution of works by the Che- 
shire Lines Committee and the Manchester, South Junction, and Altrincham 
Railway Company respectively in connection with their respective under- 
takings; the acquisition by the Great Central Railway Company of the 
undertakings of the Wigan Junction Railways Company and the Liver- 
pool, St. Helen’s, and South Lancashire Railway Company ; the incorpora- 
tion of a Joint Committee of the Great Central and London and North 
Western Railway Companies; and for other purposes.” [Great Central 
Railway Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to extend the time limited for the 
construction of works authcrised by the Dearne Valley Railway Act, 1897 ; 
to authorise alterations in such works ; to confer further powers upon the 
Dearne Valley Railway Company; and for other purposes.” [Dearne 
Valley Railway Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to dissolve the University College 
of Sheffield ; and to transfer all the property and liabilities of the University 
College of Sheffield to the University of Sheffield ; and for other ieaiuiaal 
{Sheffield University Bill [Lords.] ie sis . 13 


23 


Great Central Railway Bill | Lorps].—Dearne Valley Railway Bill [Lords] ; 
Sheffield University Bill [Lords]. Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. ” Se - .. 1324 


PETITIONS. 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF WomEN’s DisaBiLities Bitt.—Petitions in favour ; 
from East Bristol ; and Horfield and Bishopston ; to lie upon the Table .. 1324 


Liquor Trarric Loca, Veto (ScoTtanp) Bitt.—Petitions in favour; from 
Glasgow (three); Lanark; Perth; and Saltcoats; to lie upon the Table 1524 


Locat Taxation.—Petition from Whitehaven, for legislation ; to lie upon the 
Table +s bs a ‘i a én .% 35 “s ~» 1324 


MARRIAGE WITH A DecreaseD Wire’s Sister Bitt.—Petition from Hastings, 
against ; to lie upon the Table .. - as ve + ss .. 1324 


SaLE oF InToxIcaTING Liquors (SunpaAy) Bitt.—Petition from Birmingham, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table oo oe oe es os .. 1324 
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Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT Biit.—Petitions in favour; from Glasgow; 
Huddersfield (two); and Scottish Women’s Liberal Federation; to lie 
upon the Table... ae we “e - us fe cs .» 1324 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NavaAL EXPENDITURE (GREAT BRITAIN AND ForEIGN Countriges).—Return 
{presented 8th May]; to be printed. [No. 155.) .. ay xa .. 1324 


Untimus Hares (Scortanp) (Account anv List or Estares).—Return pre- 
sented, relative thereto [ordered 5rd May; Mr. Victor Cavendish]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 156.] a . a .. 1335 


Trape Reports (ANNUAL SertEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3565 and 3366 [by Command]; to 


lie upon the Table... te ae we ee 2h ae a .. 1325 
Tami CHILDREN (Epucation).—Copy presented, of Papers relating to the 

Education of immigrant Tamil Coolie Children emploved on Estates in 

Ceylon [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. ae a3 oa .- 1325 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish EpucATION—INFRINGEMENT OF RULE 127 (4) At NEWMARKET, 'OUNTY 
Cork.—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long... ss 13235 


CLuss ReEGISTERED DURING JANUARY 1905, UNDER THE LiceNsING AcT.— 


Question, Mr. Nolan (Louth, 8.); Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas Bs a ISG 
County LiceNsInG ComMITTEES.— Question, Mr. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas a me oe as ae .. 1326 
20AD ACCIDENTS RETURNS—DISTINCTION BETWEEN ACCIDENTS CAUSED BY 
Motor-PROPELLED AND HorRSE-DRAWN VEHICLES.—(Question, Mr. Brooke 
Robinson (Dudley) ; Answer; Mr. Akers-Douglas ; aa “ ~- 1327 
2EPORT OF THE MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH FOR THE PArisu or Ula, Istanp 
or Lewis.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty): Answer, Mr. Scott 
Dickson... nr ne ae 1527 
Suns Patp To HIGHLAND CROFTING COUNTIES OUT OF THE EQUIVALENT GRANT— 
REDUCTION UNDER THE KpucaTion (ScoTLANp) BriLi.—Question, Mr, 
Weir; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson 5 ne Py: ce =e .. 1328 


SucersteD EXTENSION OF THE BENEFITS OF THE CROFTER’S Act, 1886, Te 
SMALL LEASEHOLDERS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson 1329 


Epucation (ScoTLAND) BinL—Meetinc Paces or ProvinctaL Councits.— 
Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson ee a i .. 1329 


SourHport TELEGRAPH OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Marshall Hall (Laneashire, 
Southport); Answer, Lord Stanley .. ie ee a ei .. 1329 


PostaGE ON Ross AND CROMARTY RATE DEMAND NoTes.—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley .. ¥ is aa = . . .. 1330 
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Speep or Motor-Cars.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... ms i an fs ze o> 1831 


Lincotn TypHorp Fever OUTBREAK SUGGESTED OFFICIAL INQuIRY.—Question, 
Mr. Jacoby (Derbyshire, Mid.); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour as «> 183 
. “ ’ ’ ’ 


APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT ENGINEERS IN THE INDIAN PuBLIC Works De- 
PARTMENT. —Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.); Answer, 


Mr. Brodrick oa ne = a ae a ee r ve Oo 
ILLEGAL TRAWLING OFF THE IRISH CoAsts.—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 

Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long . 1332 
TRAWLING OFF THE IRISH Coast—Size or Mesues or TRAwL Nets.—Question, 

Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. Be ws ee ie Rees 3) 
Decay or Irisu Fisnery Inpustry.—Question, Mr. Field; Answer, Mr. Walter 

Long ¥ me ‘is 1533 
Irish Fisuertes—Derrer-SeA AND INsHorE Fisuinc.—-Question, Mr. Field ; 

Answer, Mr. Walter Long. . = es és a - ie .. 1333 
REBUILDING oF Guy’s ScHooL, BALLYMENA.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 

S.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. - en - eis dus > 4384 
GRANT TO CLONCORE ScHooL.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. Walter 

Long as ae sc os a ne oe ats = oy EES 
Guy’s Free Scuoots, BALLYMENA.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. Walter 

Long ee Ms afd re ae ae ee a ue ga 88D 


Coote ,Epucation IN CEYLON—PUBLICATION OF PAvpERS.—Questious, Mr, 
Stanley Wilson (Yorkshire, K.R., Holderness); Answers, Mr. Lyttelton .. 1555 


Army GyMNASIA.— (Question, Sir Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster < ” - a rer ae exe “LBBT 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


THe Brack WatcH—P Lace_or TRAINING.—Question, Mr. McCrae (dinburgh, 
K.); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold- Forster, Belfast, 


We): as ys es 1337 
CapET Corps.—Question, Major Seely ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. .» 1838 
Mizitary SERVICE IN NigERIA.—Question, Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) ; Answer, 

Mr. Arnold-Forster ke ee ai ae Sa oa ies vs 138 
Ture CoLontAL CoNFERENCE.—Question, Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury); Answer, 

: a, Y)s 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, Warwick and 
Leamington) + a és - se ws ss ei .. 1338 


ESTABLISHMENT OF A Marine Post Orrice on ATLANtic Liners.—Questions, 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny), Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 
and Captain Donelay ; Answers, The Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) - sa ee es as wi .. 1339 





Ge 


Fr 


Me 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. exv 


May 9.) Page 
MemBERS CoRRESPONDENCE.—Question, Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley .. éa - = Se ie ee “ 


Vacgrancy CoNnvicTIONs IN MANCHESTER.—Question, Mr. Tomlinson (Cheshire, 
Crewe) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department. . .. 1340 


UNDERFED SCHOOL CHILDREN—LIABILITY Of LONDON Boarps OF GUARDIANS.— 
Questions, Dr. Macnamara; Answers, The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. ue i .. 1341 


PARENTS OF UNDERFED CHILDREN—ELECTORAL DISQUALIFICATION.—Questions, 
Dr. Macnamara, Mr. Arthur Henderson (Durham, Barnard Castle) and Mr. 
Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) .. a “ is os “is .. 1341 


TuBERCULOSIS CommissIon.—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour ee oe a ze ae aN .. 1342 


AGRICULTURAL Ratinc Act—CtericaL INcomMes From Corn RENTs.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Maleolm (Suffolk, Stowmarket) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. 1545 


SMALLPOX ON VESSELS—QUARANTINE REGULATIONS.—Questions, Mr. Hayden 
(Roscommon, 8.) and Mr. Scott Montagu (Hampshire, New Forest) ; 
Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour - 1343 

Ciry or WiNcHester Moror-Car ReGuLarions.—Questions, Mr. Cawley 
(Laneashire, Prestwich) and Mr. Catheart Wason (Orkney and Shetland) ; 
Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. ne es ae fe as .. 1344 


Tue VaLuation Britt.—Question, Mr. Benn (Devonport); Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour Ae ey i bs < be a me a .. 1345 


CONSOLIDATION OF THE Poor LAw.—Questions, Mr. Keir Hardie; Answers, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. . ne oy: a =f = i ua .. 1346 


SHEEP Scap IN THE ORKNEYS.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes, Huntingdon- 


shire, Ramsey)... a ne - es i a .. DAT 
lames BARRAGE ScHEME.—Questions, Sir Charles Cayzer (Barrow-in-Furness) ; 

Answers, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar 

Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) i a ne ro es m .. DAT 


LIGHTSHIPS AND WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY.—Question, Major Seely; Answer, 
Mr. Bonar Law... es ae “yg 1348 

Forkign Prison-MADE Goops.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 
Molton); Answer, The Financial Secretary of The Treasury (Mr. Victor 


Cavendish, Derbyshire, W.) .. vs “s a ee 4 .. 1348 


GOVERNMENT RepisTripution Proposats.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. + a ed i Wa £4 ak .. 1351 


French Nevtrariry ix tue Far East.—Question, Mr. Joseph Walton (York 
. - . Oi 
shire, W.R., Barnsley); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. or , .. 1351 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN’S Room IN THE House or ComMons.—Questions, Mr. Whitley 
(Halifax) ; Answers, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) .. - .. 1349 











exvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

May 9.) 

Surewspury Epucation Commitrrer.-—Questions, Mr. Bright (Shropshire, 
Oswestry) and Sir John Gorst (Cambridge Uriversity); Answers, The 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Sir W:lliam Anson, 
Oxford University) ie 


Page 


1349 


SaniTaARy ACCOMMODATION IN ScorrisH ScHoots.--Question, Mr. Catheart 
Wasov; Answer. The Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 1350 


AGRICULTURAL Rating Brt—Commitree StaGe.—Question, Mr. Lambert ; 
Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J 


Balfour, Manchester, BE.) .. ie eS - “a eilg 1350 
Mr. WynpDuHAM’s RESIGNATION—PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. Wyndham (Dover) 1352 
NEW BILL. 
Motor-Car (Alien Drivers) Licences Bill.—* To amend the Law relating 


to the grant of Licences to Alien Motor-Car Drivers,” presented by Mr. 
Scott Montagu; supported by Mr. Arthur Stanley, Mr. Charles James 
Murray, Master of Elibank, Mr. Bright, Mr. Joseph Albert Pease, Mr. Nor- 
man, and Mr. David Morgan; to be read a second time upor Wednesday 


17th May, and to be printed. [Bill 207] a i ms ea .. L355 
New Member Sworn.—William O Brien, esquire, for the Borough of Cork 1355 
(OVERNMENT OF TRELAND,. 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 1355 
Motion made, and Question proposed “ That in view of recent events in 
Ireland and the revelations which caused the resignation of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover, it is in the highest degree de 
sirable, in the public interest, that the correspondence and other in- 
formation necessary to enable the House of Commons and the country 
to form a judgment on the policy and proceedings of the Trish Govern- 
ment, connected with and subsequent to the appointment of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, be communicated to Parliament.’ —(Sir H. Cam pbel!- 
Bannerman.) 
Mr. William O'Brien (Cork) . is Es ‘ ey . Be 
Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.) . - ; .. 18 
Mr. Robson (South Shields) 493 oe ae 1395 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim. S.) os Lis <i oe ae 1598 
Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) ne ne ~ wt we ~« L407 
Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) Lf a iv se a .. HD 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 7 oe Me as ~ ms -« LAG 
Mr. PT. L. Corbett (Down, N.) ye on er re oye c« EaZS 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s sitting. 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. exvii 
May 9.) 


Page 
EVENING SITTING. 

GOVERNMENT OF IrRELAND.—Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on 
Question [9th May], ‘ That, in view of recent events in Ireland, and the 
revelations which caused the resignation of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover, it is in the highest degree desirable, in the public interest, 
that the correspondence and other information necessary to enable the 
House of Commons and the country to form a judgment on the policy and 
proceedings of the Irish Government, connected with and subsequent to 
the appointment of Sir Antony MacDonnell, be communicated to Parlia 
ment.”—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 

(Juestion again proposed. 
Mr. T. L. Corbett .. Pe At a A ~ $3 .. 1424 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, N.) i - .. 1426 
The Prime Minister and First od of the Ty reasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) . : ; “ .. 1458 
Mr. Asquith (F ifeshire, Bi. y ae i i ms .. 1452 
(Juestion put. 
The House divided ‘— Aves, Dyn’ Noes, enki. (Division List No. 152 
CHARTERED Societies Bitt—|Seconp Reapine!.—Order for Second Reading 
read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 
Sir John Rolleston (Leicester) Je Ae can ae a .. 1465 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ae wa ae a re died .. 1466 
And, it being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Wednesday, 7th June. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ie That this House do now adjourn.” 
—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) ne ee a ne oa .. 1466 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) a a Pe Ae .. 1467 
Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) . 2 — a a .. 1467 


Question put, and agree ! to. 
NEW BILé. 


Mertropouitan Borover Councti’s Assoctation.—Bill to remove doubts as to 
the legality of the payment of cert: vin expenses by Coune ils of Me tropolit: mn 
Boroughs, ordered to be brought in by Captain Jessel, Sir Albert Rollit, 
Mr. W. F. D. Smith, Mr. Hayes Fisher, Dr. Macnamara, Mr. Buxton, Mr. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 10rnH MAY, 1905. 


ha a 


The House met at Two of the Clock 


Mr SPEAKER’S ABSENCE 





The House being met, the Clerk at the Table informed the House of 
the unavoidable absence of Mr Speaker owing to continued indisposition, 


Whereupon Mr. James WriitAM Lowraer, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table and, after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy 
Speaker pursuant to the Standing Order - ee < a .. 1469 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. ‘| 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill.—‘ To confirm cer- 
tain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Aber- 
gavenny, Athertor, Keighley, Richmond (Surrey). and W histon. (Rural),” 
presented by Mr. Grant Lawson ; supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour ; 
read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
sills, and to be printed. [Bill 209]... = .3 a rs .. 1469 I 


PETITIONS. ) 


Liquor Trarric Loca Vero (Scortanp) Brirt.—Petitions in favour; from 
Brims ; Edinburgh (two) ; Glasgow (five); North Walls; Paisley (three) ; T 
Partick ; Springburn: Whiteinch ; and Zetland; to lie upon the Table.. 1469 


SaLE oF Intoxtcatinc Liquors (SunpAy) Brtt.—Petitions in favour; from 
Birmingham ; and Probus; to lie upon the Table .. - os .. 1469 
l 
Women’s ENFRANCHISEMENT BiLt.—Petitions in favour; from Kirkintilloch ; 
Oxford and Sheffield ; Stockport; and West Renfrewshire ; to lie wpon 
the Table .. - “ = me er a ac ae .. 1469 \ 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. \ 
UNIVERSITIES OF OxrorRD AND CampripGE Act, 1877 (Oxrorpd).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of St. John’s College, 
Oxford, on 20th January, 1905, amending Statutes IIT. and XVI. of the I 


Statutes of the College [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. and to be printed. 
[No, 157]... ‘ “ v9 as os os “i oe .. 1470 














TABLE OF CONTENTS. cxix 
May 19.) Page 


NationaL Dest.—Copy presented, of Return showing (1) the Aggregate Gross 
Liabilities of the State as represented by the Nominal Funded Debt, Esti- 
mated Capital Liability in respect of Terminable Annuities, Unfunded 
Debt, and other Liabilities in respect of Debt, the Estimated Assets, and 
the Exchequer balances at the close of each financial vear from 1835-6 to 
1904-5, both inclusive ; and (2) the Gross and Net Expenditure charged 
annually during that period against the Public Revenue on account of the 
National Debt and other Payments connected with Capital Liabilities (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper [C. 2065] of Session 1904) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 


SUPERANNUATION Acts 1859 AnD 1876.—Copy presented of Treasury Minute, 
dated 4th May, 1905, declaring Yunnan-fv and Tengyveh to be unhealthy 
places within the meaning of The Superannuation Act, 1876 [by Act]; 
to lie upor the Table re a 


Raipway Returns (PRELIMINARY STATEMENT).—Copy presented, of Return 
relating to the Railways of the United Kingdom for the year 1904 (Pre- 
liminary Statement) [by Command]; to lie upon the Table.. , ‘ 


Army.—Copy presented, of Return of Stores and Supplies despatched to South 
Africa during the period 1899-1901 destroyed locally [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table .. = a i a 


Trape Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3367 and 3368 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table .. Jat Re i ee oe - ne a 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PostaGE ON PARCELS ADDRESSED IN [RIsH.—Questiov, Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Lord Stanley 


Moyvore PostMAsTeRsHIP.—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon 8.) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley 


Tue ENGROsSING STAFF OF THE SASINE Orrice, KEpinsurGH.—Question, Mr. 
James Hope (Fife, W.); Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson : 


Derective WATER SuppLy tN [sLanp or Lewis PusBLic ScHOOLS.—Question, 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson .. mr es 


UNEMPLOYED WoRKMEN.—Question, Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea); Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour .. ” a me ue ae - aa Ne 


WorstHorRNE CounciL ScHoot, LANCASHIRE.—Question, Mr. Shackleton 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe) ; Answer, Sir William Anson oe ~ 

Meeting oF THE PostaL Unton—Revuctrion or Posract to THE CONTINENT. 
—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley es we ae on <a - << ae 


Posrau Rares ror Printed Marrer to CANADA.—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley és ou ae - ea 


1470 


1470 


1470 


1470 


1470 


1471 


1471 


1471 


1472 


1472 


1473 


1473 


474. 








CXx TABLE OF CONTENTS. 





May 10.) Page : 
PostaGe on AssEssMENT Notices.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley ; rs a4 Fo me He ne .. 1474 
Sptir Duties IN THE CENTRAL TELEGRAPH Orrice, Lonpon.—Question, Sir 
Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley .. Hs oe .. 1AT4 ( 
TREASURY REGULATIONS FOR THE ANNUAL DRAWINGS OF THE New ExcHEeQuer 
Bonps.—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.); Answer, Mr. Austen I 
Chamberlain ‘ ie re ih i ‘ 1475 
BALLYSHANNON Union Nurses.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; A. Mr. 
Walter Long Xe aks ae is ne sa Re a .- 1475 I 
QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 
, ‘I 
Mivitary EXPENDITURE IN SoutH Arrica.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. Bromley 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) ‘3 ee a “ss ea .. 76 
‘ , ; P 
SANDHURST CaDETS.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Bromley 
Davenport .. oe oe oe vs a i 7 és »» 1477 
A 


Primary Epucation in Inp1A.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) .. as - e i as a os a sc OL 


REVISED GERMAN TaRIFF.—Question, Colonel Sadler (Middlesboro’); Answer, 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, 
Glasgow, Blackfriars) .. af e is ss - - a 


TeRMS OF TREATY WITH THE MULLAH.—Questions, Mr. Lyell (Dorsetshire, E.), 
Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cornwall, Camborne), and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, 
The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy, Kensington, 
Oe as aa a ae ee ee ae oe a 


ScortisH Caurcw Dispute.—Question, Mr. Wallace (Perth); Answer, The 
Lord Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) — .. - .. L479 


Irish TEACHER’s Pension FuND.—Questions, The Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derbyshire, W.) .. ae .. 1479 


Moyvore PostMasTERSHIP.—Question, Mr. Hayden (R»oscommon, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Postmaster-General (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) .. 1480 


PosTAGE ON ParRcELS ADDRESSED IN IRISH.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell ; 
Answers, Lord Stanley .. ais mt = vis - om .. 1480 


Irish NATIONAL ScHOOLS.—Questions, Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell, Mr. Flynn (Cork, 
N.), Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny), and Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; 
Answers, Mr. Walter Long - a ate Ey es x as 148i 


Irish Lapourers’ CorraGEs—SINGLE MEn’s CLArms.—Questions, Mr. Hayden ; 
Answers, Mr. Walter Long ee es ee a - .. 1482 


Gorr Estate, Country RoscomMon.—Question, Mr. Hayden; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long - - mn ae es . 1483 


Ve 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. exxi 


May 10.) Page 
{Trinity Cottece Leases.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid); Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long.. ‘i ie we Pe a - ea .. 1483 


(LONAKILTY AGRICULTURAL STaTion.—Question, Mr. Lonsdale; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long ee - a wa a a - - .. 1484 


House or Commons Members’ WaritinG Room.—Questior, Col. Welby (Taunton) ; 
Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour Manchester, E.) én we - a me 2 .. 1484 


IuporRTATION OF ALIEN Mabe Goops.—Questions, Mr. Black (Banffshire) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour Me id a ae re i .. 1485 


Tue ALIENS Brtt.—Questions, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.), Mr. Charles McArthur 
(Liverpoo] Exchange), and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour .. , - eit eS ue oa tee én .. 1485 


Pusiic Petitions CommittEeE.—Second Report brought up, and read ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed... = és ins . .. 1486 


AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896, Erc., CONTINUANCE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Jerrreys (Hampshire, N.), in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) .. es - “i .. 1486 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 6 after theword‘ effect,’ to insert the words 
‘except in respect of The Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) Act, 1899.’ ”— 
(Mr. Trevelyan.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour, 


Leeds, Central) es a ie bre iis Pe .. 1488 
Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) i x .. 1490 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (W iltshire, Cricklade). ass ae .. 1491 
Mr. Chaplin (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) es i ei . .. 1491 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. = 3 a “s -. 1492 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) , es “ a Pe wi .. 1494 
Mr. Talbot (Oxford U niversity) ee Ry He ne a .. 1495 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ; ey a = = .. 1496 
Mr. A. K. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) as i e - .. 1497 
Mr. Courtney Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) .. a ry .. 1499 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 138; Noes. 217. (Division List No. 153.) 


Mr. Black (Banffshire) Py re ed a << - .. 1503 
VOL. CX LV. [FourtH Series.) i 











exxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
May 10.] 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 6, after the word ‘if’, to insert the words ‘ for a 
period not to extend beyond the thirty-first day of March. ”—(Mr. 
Black.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Gerald Balfour 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice ; 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, WV. R. is Pudsey) 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) : 

Mr. Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby) 

Sir Carne on (Essex, Chelmsford) 

Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) a 

Mr. Randles (Cumberland, Cockermouth) 

Sir Edward Strachey (Somersetshire, 8S.) .. 

Sir H. Meysey Thompson oo Handsworth) . e 
Mr. Channing (Northants, E.) ; : 

Mr. Courtney Warner 4 

Mr. Ainsworth (Argyllshire) 

Mr. Whitley aida 

Mr. Dillon 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 163 ; Noes, 253. (Division List No. 154.) 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton’ 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the words ‘one thousand nine 
hundred and ten’ and insert the words ‘ until Parliament shall other- 
wise determine.’ ”? —(Mr. Lambert.) 





Question proposed, “‘ That the words ‘one thousand nine hundred and’ 
stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Gerald Balfour af 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress and ask leave to sit again.” —(Sir Henry Fowle’.) 


The Prime Minister and First Lord of the idan (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) .. ‘ on ae Se 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, ( Chester-le-Stre 4) 


Page 


1529 


.. 1534 
. 1539 


Mr. Chaplin ss . 1540 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, EB.) 1541 

Mr. Gibson Bowles 1541 

Mr. Blake (Longford, 8.) Be .. 1542 

Mr. Mildmay (Devonshire, Totnes) . 1543 

Mr. George Whiteley . 1543 

Mr, A. J. Balfour .. 1544 

: Mr. Courtenay Warner . D4 


Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice 


. 1545 











oS eS Vm 


™ 


wi ne Se Be 


~~ 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. exXiii 


Notice taken that forty Members were not present ; House counted, and 
forty Members not being present, 


The House was adjourned at twenty-eight minutes after Eleven 
of the clock till To-morrow. 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


IN THE 


SIXTH SESSION or THE TIVENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 


UniteD Kinepom or GREAT BRITAIN axp IRELAND, IN THE 


Firth YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL. 


FIFTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. Leven’s Patent Bill [H.u.]. Read 2 

Thursday, 13th April, 1905. Accrington District Gas and Water 

-_—— Board Bill; South Suburban Gas Bill; 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. Wrexham Gas Bill. Read 2*, and com- 
js mitted. 

CORBETT ESTATE, Southend and Colchester Light Rail- 


Petition for a Private Bill, together ways Bill [x.1.].; South-Eastern and 
with a copy of the proposed Bill an- London, Chatham, and Dover Railways 
nexed thereto; read, and referred to Bill [a.u.]. Read 3*, and passed, and 
two English judges. | sent to the Commons. 


sas ag gor il _ Croydon Gas Bill. Brought from the 

Petition of the Company, praying SS 1°; and referred to 
for leave to introduce a Bill “ For further | ~~ ~~ bi 
conferring powers on the Rhymney and | 
Aber Valleys Gas and Water Company,” | 
together with a copy of the proposed 
Bill annexed thereto ; read, and referred 
to the Examiners. 


Gamble’s Divorce Bill [a.1.]. Wit- 
nesses ordered to attend on the Second 
| Reading of the Bill. 


| PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
University College, London (Transfer), | CONFIRMATION BILLS. 
Bill {w.u.]. The CHarrMAN OFCommitiees | Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 
informed the House that the opposition _ 92 and 93 be suspended ; and that the 
to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders | time for depositing petitions praying to 
made on the 14th and 3lst of March be heard against Private and Provisional! 
last, discharged, and Bill committed. | Order Confirmation Bills, also the time 


VOL, CXLV, [FourrH Sertzs.] A 








3 New 
for depositing Documents relating to any 
Order under The Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, which 
would otherwise expire during the ad- 
journment of the House at Easter, be 
extended to the first day on which the 
House shall sit after the Recess. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION. 
Report of the Estates Commissioners, 
for the period from Ist November, 1903, 
to 3lst December, 1904. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1897. 
Seventh Report of the Congested 
Districts (Scotland) Board to the Secre- 
tary for Scotland. 


ROYAL OBSERVATORY, EDINBURGH. 


Fifteenth Annual Report of the Astro- 
nomer-Royal for Scotland. 


AUSTRALIA, 

Despatch from the Governor-General 
of Australia on the subject of marriage 
with a deceased wife’s sister, and the 
reply thereto. 


INDIA (TRADE). 

Tables relating to the Trade of British 

India with British Possessionsand Foreign 
Countries, 1899-1900 to 1903-1904. 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND. 
Annual Report for the year 1904. 


INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL COMMITTEE. 

Minutes of Evidence taken before the 
Departmental Committee on Industrial 
Alcohol; with Appendix. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Order made by the Secretary for 
Scotland, dated the 5th of April, 1905, 
prohibiting motor-car traffic on certain 
reads in the county of Ayr. 


‘LORDS} 


Bills. 4 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(SUPERANNUATION) ACT, 1898. 

tule amending Rules 28 to 30 of the 
Klementary School Teachers Super- 
annuation Rules, 1899. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
‘AMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

1. Statutes made by the Governing 
Body of St. John’s College, Oxford, on 
the 17th December, 1904; (1) amend- 
ing Statute ITT. (12); and (2) amending 
Statutes IIT., V., and XV. of the Statutes 
of the College. 


2. Statute made by the Governing 
Body of Christ Church, Oxford, on the 
ith December, 1904, amending Clause 3 
of the Statute of the House concerning 
Westminster scholarships. (No. 46.) 


COLLEGE CHARTERS ACT, 1871. 

Application received from the Uni- 
versity College of Sheffield for the estab- 
lishment of a university in Sheffield, 
referred by His Majesty in Council for 
the consideration and Report of a Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council; together 
with a copy of the draft of the charter 
applied for. (No. 47.) 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. 


NEW BILLS. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS (HOURS OF 
CLOSING) BILL [u.1.]. 

A Bill to amend the Liquor Licensing 
Acts as regards the laws of closing. 
Was presented by the Lord Bishop of 
Salisbury (for the Lord Archbishop of 
Canterbury) ; read 1*; and to be printed. 


(No. 48.) 


POLLING ARRANGEMENTS (PARLIAMEN- 
TARY BOROUGHS) BILL [1.1.] (No. 49) 
A Bill to amend the law relating to 
the arrangement of polling districts 
in parliamentary boroughs; and 
POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 
COUNCILS) BILL [i.u.] (No. 50). 
A Bill to make further provision 
with respect to the arrangement of polling 
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districts for the election of county 
councillors. Were presented by the Lord 
Monkswell ; read 1; to be printed; and to 
be read 2° on Thursday, May 11th next. 


CLOSING OF LICENSED PREMISES 
(CHRISTMAS DAY) (IRELAND) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons, and read 
1‘; and to be printed. (No. 51.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Standing Order No. XXXIX. con- 
sidered (according to order), and sus- 
pended for this day’s sitting. 

ARMY ANNUAL BILL. 

Brought from the Commons and 
read 1* (according to order). 

Moved, ‘‘ That Standing Order No. 


XXXIX. be considered in order to its 
being suspended for this day’s sitting.” — 
The Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Tue UNDER - SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Don- 
ouGHMORE) : My Lords, the Army Annual 
Bill is the same Bill as that which was 
passed by your Lordships last year, 
ind I beg to move that it be read a 
second time. 

Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2°.” 
—(The Earl of Donoughmore.) 


Lorp MONKSWELL: Before the 
Bill is read a second time I should like 
to ask the noble Earl the Under-Secre- 
tary whether the conditions for flogging 
in military prisons are the same as in 
civil prisons. 


Tue Earn or DONOUGHMORE: I 
understand that the regulations are 
exactly the same. It is certainly the 
impression in my mind that the condi- 
tions in military prisons as to flogging 
are the same as in other prisons. 


On Question, Bill read 2°; Committee 
negatived ; Bill read 3° and passed. 


{13 Apri 1905} 


of War. § 
CONTRABAND OF WAR. 

*Lorp REAY rose to eall attention 
to the Correspondence respecting Con- 
traband of War, Russia No. 1 (1905), 
and to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the invitation 
of the President of the United States 
of America to a second Conference to 
complete the postponed work of the 
first Peace Conference has been a scepted 
by His Majesty’s Government, and 
whether the following subjects will be 
taken into consideration at the Conference 
in order that an understanding may 
be obtained between the Powers repre- 
sented at the Conference— 

1. The recognition of a demarcation 
between absolute and conditional con- 
traband. 

2. An indication of the categories 
of articles constituting absolute contra- 
band. 

3. The circumstances under which food- 
stuffs and coal, and raw material such 
as cotton, can be declared to be contra- 
band. 

4. The limitation of the right of search 
of mail steamers in cases where the 
neutral Government has a_ contract 
with the company owning the steamers 
preventing it from carrying contraband. 

5. The limitation of the right of des- 
troying prizes, under very exceptional 
conditions with guarantees for compensa- 
tion. 

6. The adoption of precautionary mea- 
sures for the purpose of securing immunity 
from the danger of drifting of mines. 

7. The discussion of rules with regard 
to wireless telegraphy. 

8. The restriction of the right of search 
to a certain distance irom the theatre 
of the war. 

9. The recognition of the doctrine of 
“continuous voyages.” 

10. The constitution of Prize Courts. 


He said: My Lords, I wish in the 
first place to call your Lordships’ attention 
to the correspondence which has been 
communicated to us respecting contra- 
band of war in connection with the 
hostilities between Russia and Japan. 
This is a most interesting correspondence, 
containing a bold vindication of the 
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rights and duties of neutrals by the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 
There are several principles laid down 
in the correspondence which are of such 
great importance that I do not think 
I need ask the indulgence of your Lord- 
ships in calling attention to them. At 
page 15 there is a vindication of the 
distinction between absolute and con- 
ditional contraband. There it is stated— 
“In transmitting the Order from which these 
Rules are taken, the Russian Government stated 
that all articles enumerated in Rule 6 were 
regarded as ‘unconditionally contraband.’ 
“This Declaration, it is needless to say, at 
tracted the attention of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. The description of contraband of war 
which it contained went far beyond that which 
has been hitherto accepted. 
and our 
that the term 
only articles 
and purpose. 
classed under two 


“It has been held by this country, 
officers have been so instructed, 
‘contraband of war’ includes 
having belligerent destination 
Such articles have been 
heads :— 

“1. Those that are primarily and ordinarily 
used for military purposes in time of war, 
e.g, arms and munitions of war, military 
material, etc.—articles of this kind being usually 
described as absolutely contraband. 

2. Those that may be, 
peaceful or warlike purposes according to 
circumstances, such articles being usually 
described as conditionally contraband. 


and are, used for 


“Articles of the first class destined for ports 
of the enemy or places occupied by his forces are 
always contraband of war. Articles of the second 
class are contraband of war only when actually 
and especially destined for the military or 
naval forces of the enemy. Coal and_provi- 
sions are among the articles which are only 
conditionally contraband.” 


I do not think that it is possible to give 
a better definition of what ought to be, 
but is not, generally accepted as inter- 
national law, and the noble Marquess 
was successful in persuading the Russian 
Government to give way about provisions 
but not, I believe, as regards coal, cotton, 
horses, and beasts of burden. This 
despatch was dated from the Foreign 
Office on August 10th, 1904, and I may 
perhaps ask whether since that concession 
was made about provisions the Russian 
Government have given way about 
cotton and coal, which they could easily 
do as regards coal when we recollect 
that the Russian Government in the 
year 1884, at Berlin, made a Declaration 
at the West African Conference and 
refused categorically to consent to any 
Treaty, Convention, or Declaration of 


Lord Reay. 
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any kind which would imply the recog- 
nition of coal as contraband of war. 

It is very important that in a matter of 
this kind our action should be the same 
as that of the United States Government. 
and it is very satisfactory that all through 
these negotiations there has been absolute 
agreement between the position taken 
up by His Majesty’s Government and 
by the American Government. There 
is a circular of June 10th, 1904, issued at 
Washington by Mr. Secretary Hay, from 
which I have been allowed to quote, 
in which the following passage occurs— 


‘We are also informed that it is intended to 
treat raw cotton as contraband of war. While 
it is true that raw cotton could be made up into 
clothing for the military uses of a belligerent, 
a military use for the supply of an army on 
garrison might possibly be made of foodstutfs 
of every description which might be shipped 
from neutral ports to the non- blockaded ports 
of a belligerent. The principle under consider- 
ation might, therefore, be extended so as to 
apply to every article of human use, which 
might be declared contraband of war simply be- 
cause it might ultimately become in any degree 
useful to a belligerent for military purposes, 
Coal and other fuel and cotton are employed 
for a great many innocent purposes. Many 
nations are dependent on them for the conduct 
of inoffensive industries, and no sufficient pre- 
sumption of an intended warlike use seems to 
be atforded by the mere fact of their destin- 
ation to a belligerent port. The recognition in 
principle of the treatment of coal and other 
fuel and raw cotton as absolutely contraband 
of war might ultimately lead to a total inhib- 
ition of the sale by neutrals to the people of 
belligerent States of all articles which could be 
finally converted to military uses, Such an 
extension of the principle by treating coal and 
all other fuel and raw cotton as absolutely 
contraband of war, simply because they are 
shipped by a neutral toa nen-blockaded port of 
a belligerent, would not appear to be in accord 
with the reasonable and lawful rights of a 
neutral commerce.’ 


It is clear from this very definite 
expression of the views of the Govern- 
ment of the United States that their 
attitude was identical with that of His 
Majesty’s Government. At page 1 of 


the correspondence there is another 
principle of very great importance 


vindicated by my noble friend, viz.— 


“While thus protesting in regard to this 
particular category of so-called contraband of 
war, His Majesty’s Government felt themselves 
hound to reserve their rights by also protesting 
ayainst the doctrine that it is for the belligerent 
to decide what articles are as a matter of 
course, and without reference to other consider: 
ations, to be dealt with as contraband of war, 
regardless of the well-established rights of 
neutrals.” 
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That protest I believe to be a 
vindication of this most important 
principle, that a belligerent has no 
right arbitrarily—and that was the 
contention of the Russian Government 
as communicated in Sir C. Hardinge’s 
despatch of June Sth, 1904—to impose 
on neutrals his own interpretation of 
what constitutes contraband of war. 


And then the noble Marquess went on 
to explain that— 

We should not consider ourselves bound to 
ecounise as valid the decision of any Prize 
Court which violated those rights, or was 
t] wise not in conformity with the recognised 
principles of international law.’ 





hold to be 
was admitted 
added that 
not 
Court 


“That principle, again, I 
ibsolutely correct, and 
xy Count Lamsdorif. He 
in case the ronment 
satisfied with the decision 
of Appeal at St. Petersburg, 
ilways arbitration or some fresh measure 
to which recourse could be finally had. 
I need not point out hew sain it is 
that Prize Courts should be constituted in 
such a way that it would be unnecessary 
to appea il further to arbitration, and so 
Lat decisions could accepted. 
lf Prize Courts were composed, as they 


Gove were 
the 


there was 


ot 


t] their be 


re in the United States and in the 
United Kingdom, of men well versed in 
the law, and not only of sailors, or 


ficials not having the requisite know- 
ledge of International Law, their decisions 
would probably be more in accordance 


with the recognised principles of inter- 
national law. 

Now I come to page 20 where we 
read that His Majesty’s Ambassador 


at St. Petersburg informed Count Lams- 
lorff as follows— 

“JT told Count Lamsdortf that I presumed 
that, in the event of the seizure of articles of a 
conditionally contraband nature addressed to 
private individuals in the enemy’s country, the 
burden of proof would necessarily rest with the 
suptor. Heassented, with the observation that 
it would be equally to the advantage of the 
ywner of the articles in question to disprove 
the charge that they were destined for the 
military or naval forces of the enemy.” 

That is a departure from what I 
believe to be the existing rule, which 
is that usually the burden of proof 
does not rest with the captor but 
with the owner of the prize, and I 
suppose it is not the intention of my 
noble friend that that principle should 
be altered, but merely that on account of 
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the concession made with regard to 
articles addressed to private individuals 
it should be in this case only that the bur- 
den of proof should rest with the captor. 
Then at page 25 there is this exceedingly 
important principle laid down :— 

‘As [ have already had the honour of ex- 
plaining to your Excellency, His Majesty's 
Government have no desire to place obstacles 
in the way of a belligerent desiring to take 
reasonable precautions in order to prevent his 
enemy from receiving supplies, they cannot 
admit that the right of a oi =p such precau- 
tions implies a consequential right to abolish by 


, 
put 


a stroke of the pen the sei ablished 
distinction between articles which are condi- 
tionuly and those which are absolutely 
contraband of war—” 


—and I would call your Lordships’ special 

attention to the words which follow— 
‘*and to inte sreept at a distance from the 

trations and without proof of their 


scene of vont 
ultimate destination, a numerous category of 
articles in themselves of an innocent 


description, and larzely dealt in by neutzal 
Powers, but which that belligerent may have 
announced his intention of regardine as un- 


conditional contraband of war.” 


That principle of not intercepting at a 
distance from the scene of operations is 
one which is as yet not recognised as a 
general principle of international law, 
but we ourselves gave an instance of a 
concession on the subject during the recent 


war. At the request of the German 


Government, Lord Salisbury gave in- 
structions that no examination should 
take place at Aden or at any place equl- 


distant to Aden from Delagoa Bay. I 
need not point out how extremely im- 
portant for our trade would be the general 
recognition of this limitation of the right 
of search when obviously it could only 
be vexatious and could serve no really 
useful purpose. 


Another extremely important principle 
is laid down at page 11, where the rule 
of giving hospitality in neutral harbours 
to belligerent warships is thus limited— 


‘The rule above quoted is not to be under- 
sto ial as having any application to the case of 
a belligerent fleet proce ading either to the seat 
of war, or to a position or positions on the line 
of route, with the object of intereepting né sutral 
vessels on = uspic ion of carrying contraband of 
war. Such ileet cannot be permitted to make 
nse in any way of a British port for the purpose 
of coaling, either directly from the shore. or 
from colliers accompanying the fleet, whether 
the vessels of the teet present themselves at 
the port at the same time or successively. 


‘ His Majesty’s Government further direct 
that the same practice be pursued with reference 
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to single belligerent war vessels, if it be clear 
that they are proceeding for the purpose of 
belligerent operations as above detined. This is 
not to be applied to the case of av essel putting 
in on account of actual distress at sea. 





The limitation here imposed is more 
severe than that imposed by other 
Powers, and though I cordially agree with 
the action of the Government, | quote it 
because it shows how important it is that 
this matter should be discussed at a con- 
ference in order that it may receive 
the assent of other Powers. The 
next extract of great importance which 
1 will quote is that in which the noble 
Marquess alludes to the sinking of prizes. 
At page 12 the statement is made as 
follows— 


* The position, already sutiiciently threaten- 
ing, is aggravated by the assertion on behalf 
of the Russian Government that the captor 
of a neutral ship is within his rights it he 
sinks it, merely for the reason that it is diffi- 
cult, or ‘impossible, for him to convey it to a 
national port for adjudication by a Prize 
Court. We understand that this right of 
destroying a prize is claimed in a number of 
eases ; amongst others, when the conveyance 
of the prize to a Prize Court is inconvenient 
beeause of the distance of the port to which 
the vessel should be brought, or when her 
conveyance to such a port would take too 
much time or entail too vreat a consumption 
of coal. It is, we understand, even asserted 
that such destruction is justifiable when the 
captor has not at his disposal a sufiicient 
number of men from whom to provide a crew 
for the captured vessel. It is unnecessary to 
point out to your Excellency the effects of a 
consistent application of these principles. 
They would justify the wholesale destruction 
of neutral ships taken by a vessel of war at 
a distance from her own base upon the ground 
that such prizes had not on board a sufficient 
amount of coal to carry them to a remote 
foreign port-—an amount of coal with which 
such ships would tg 4 in no circumstances 
have been supplied. They would similarly 
justify the destruction of every neutral ship 
taken by a belligerent vessel which started 
on her voyage with a crew sufficient for her 
own requirements only, and therefore unable 
to furnish prize crews for her captures. The 
adoption of such measures by the Russian 
Government conld not fail to occasion a com- 
plete paralysis of all neutral commerce.” 

A very important principle is here 
laid down which has not been generally 
recognised. Of course, where a cargo is 
only partly contraband it will be gener- 
ally admitted that you ought not to sink 
the ship, | ut protect it and the innocent 
cargo from destruction; but it cannot 
be denied that there may be cases of 
overwhelming necessity in which it 


would be rather difficult to avoid the 


Lord Rey. 
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extreme measure of sinking the ship, 
and I should think that would he 
the view of the Admiralty on the sub. 
ject. Isuppose that the noble Marquess 
would admit that where a ship is found 
with a cargo consisting wholly of abso- 
lute contraband, such as arms and am- 
munition, and where it is not possible 
for the captor to take the ship for ad- 
judication to a Prize Court, that, in such 
a case, the destruction would be justifi- 
able, unless the delinquent surrendered 
to the jurisdiction of a Prize Court, I 
should, of course, wish that when this 
matter is discussed the opinion of the 
noble Marquess should prevail, but | 
am afraid that at a conference it would 
be found rather difficult to have this 
prohibition accepted as an absolute rule. 
I have shown that the principles as- 
serted in this correspondence are of 
far-reaching effect, that they are a bold 
defence of neutral rights; but I think 
the correspondence also shows how 
important it is that at a conference of 
the Powers the views of His Majesty’s 
Government should meet with general 
agreement, in order to avoid friction on 
account of divergent claims of belli- 
gerents and of neutrals. 


T now come to the very opportune 1 
vitation of the United States Gover 
ment to submit these matters to 
further conference. The United States 
Government have not laid down a pro 
gramme for that conference. They 
state that— 

“It is only by comparison of views that : 
general accord can be reached as to the matter- 
to be considered by the new conference.” 

That shows the necessity for negotia- 
tions which have to be undertaken 
between the various Powers in order 
to settle the questions to be discussed. 
Obviously the question of the topics to 
be brought before that conference is one 
of enormous importance. I may remind 
the House that the Final Act of the 
Hague Conference itself contemplated a 
future conference and left certain matters 
to be decided at that future conference, 
and the most important are those men- 
tioned in the invitation of the United 
States Government and in the Final Act 
of the Hague Conference, namely, the 
rights and duties of neutrals, the inviola- 
property in naval 
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warfare, and the bombardment of ports, 
towns, and villages by a naval force. In 
the United States invitation it is st:ted 
that the— 


“Three points mentioned 


field.” 
Mr. 


“The tirst especially, touching the rights 
and duties of neutrals, is of universal im- 
portance. Its rightful disposition affects the 
interests and well-being of all the world. The 
neutral is something more than an on-looker. 
His acts of Omission or commission may have 
an intfluence—indireet, but tangible—on a war 
actually in progress ; whilst on the other hand 
he may sulfer from the exigencies of the 
belligerents.” ; 


cover a large 


Secretary Hay continues— 


But there is another reason why that 
conference is important, which, [ think, 
I can illustrate by showing the divergent 
interpretation at the present moment 
given to the duties of neutrals. We 
have only to look at the various notifica- 
tions which are issued by Governments 
when war breaks out, to see how very 
differently that duty is interpreted by 
different Powers. Here again we are 
in the fortunate position that our notifi- 
cation and that of the United States 
Government hardly differ, with this 
one exception, that in our Proclama- 
tion of February 12th, 1904, there is this 
clause— 

* We hereby further warn all our loving sub- 
. if any of them shall presume. . . to 
do any acts in derogation of their duty as 
subjects of a neutral Power in a war between 
other Powers, or in violation or contravention 
of the Law of Nations in that behalf, more 
especially by breaking or endeavouring to 
break any blockade lawfully and = actually 
established. . . will rightfully ineur and be 
justly liable to hostile capture.” 


yectS.. 


That is very clear, but then there is 
this rather mysterious addition— 

** And to the penalties denounced by the Law 
of Nations in that behalf.” 

Although I have tried to discover what 
those penalties are, I have not succeeded. 
That warning does not appear in the 
American Proclamation, and I think 
that 1t would be well, on a future occa- 
sion, to omit this rather vague threat, 
which, I think, it would be extremely 
difficult to apply. The French Pro- 
clamation is less explicit than ours, 
and there is one very important differ- 
ence between our Proclamation and 
the French Proclamation with _ re- 
gard to prizes. In our Proclamation 
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jarmed ships of 
, interdicted from carrying prizes made 
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either belligerent are 


by them into the ports of the United 
Kingdom. That, I admit, is the right 
principle. But the French Proclamation 
allows prizes to be taken into their har- 
bours and to remain for twenty-four 
hours, and to remain even longer in case 
of need. The French Proclamation also 
allows men-of-war to take any provisions 
and stores required for the crew and the 
safety of navigation. The most curious 
Proclamation is that of the German 
Grovernment, which only informs Ger- 
mans that they have to abstain from 
all acts which would endanger the 
neutrality of Germany. Now, it 
would be impossible to be more brief, 
and also to make it more difficult for a 
mercantile community to discover what 
are the acts which would endanger the 
neutrality of Germany. Perhaps we 
have the explanation in a speech de- 
livered by the Chancellor of the German 
Empire on January 19th, 1900, in which 
he used these very remarkable words— 

‘“The German Empire would not witbhold 
its concurrence and support if a prospect were 
to arise for defining more distinctly than hereto- 
fore, in conjunction with other Powers, the lines 
for an international settlement of the disputed 
points of maritime law.” 

I believe the German Government 
have accepted the invitation of Presi- 
dent Roosevelt. Then the Chancellor 
went on to say that— 


‘*For the moment, however, the speaker,” 


whom he was answering, and who was 
an expert, was— 

*only.too right when he observed that mari- 
time law is still in a liquid, elastic, and imperfect 
state. . ... In the domain of maritime law the 
standard of might has as yet been by no means 
superseded by the standard of right.” 

I think that language is rather exag- 
gerated, but these various notifications 
and the correspondence I have quoted 
show how very important it is that at 
the earliest moment, as the United States 
Government wishes, this conference 
should meet in order that we may get 
a more satisfactory agreement as to 
what are the recognised principles of 
international law. 


I need not, after what I have said, 
enlarge on the various subject: which I 


have suggested in my Question, and 
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which I should wish to see submitted to 
the conference. As regards the sixth— 


“The adoption of precautionary measures for | 
the purpose of securing immunity from the 


dangers of drifting of mines.” 

It is at present accepted that mines 
can only be laid in territorial waters. 
The question of territorial waters itself 
isjan important one, because it is 
desired in many quarters that the old 
three mile limit should be extended 
so-as to be more in harmony with 
the present range of guns. How 
important this question of mines is, I 
think, can be shown by the fact that 
quite recently British shipowners have 
effected a novel insurance against all 
risks of floating mines and all damage by 
fire from naval engagements. That is 
quite recent, and it shows the anxiety 
which prevails among the mercantile com- 
munity with regard to the drifting of 
mines. Then an entirely new series of 
questions arises from the introduction of 
wireless telegraphy. The Chinese Govern- 
ment gave orders to destroy the instal- 


lation of the Russian wireless telegraphy , 


station near Chefoo. That is an 
entirely new development, and one 
which certainly will have to be con- 
sidered at the next conference. With 
regard to the recognition of “ con- 
tinuous voyages,” that is a subject which 
towards the end of the nineteenth century 
was one of very great controversy, but 
of which since not so much has been 
heard. But still it would be desirable 
that the view which has always been 
taken by our Government should be 
generally accepted, at all events, with 
regard to contraband. With regard to 
the connection of continuous vovages 
and blockade, the question is, I admit, 
more doubtful, and it was only in the 
American Civil War that the doctrine 
of continuous voyages was applied to a 


blockade. 


It seems to me that the object to be 
attained at the conference is not to 
hamper trade between the subjects of a 


neutral and a belligerent State for peaceful | 


purposes, a policy so well vindicated by 
the noble Marquess in this correspondence. 
It is in the interests of belligerents not 
to provoke the hostility of neutrals, and 
it is in the interests of neutrals not to 
arouse the suspicion 
It is of the utmost importance that the 


Lord Reay. 
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mercantile community of a neutral 
State should be informed by the Govern- 
ment when war breaks out, of the nature 
of the transactions which are legitimate 
If its 
subjects act contrary to the warning they 


have received, they do so at their own 


peril. I think it is extremely important 
that this principle should be vindicated, 
that no Government undertakes any 
responsibility for individual breaches of 
neutrality, such as the carriage of contra- 
band by its subjects, It is different 
where an expedition is organised on 
neutral territory, 


I hope I have not trespassed too 
long on your Lordships’ indulgence on 
a matter which is undoubtedly of a 
very technical character. My object 
has been to strengthen the haads of the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs in the endeavour 
which I suppose he will make to 
obtam a genera! agreement to the 
principles he has so ably vindicated, 
and which I trust will be accepted 
when the conference summoned by 
President Roosevelt meets as soon as 
peace is restored. A benefit will thereby 
be conferred, not only on our own mercan- 
tile community, but a further guarantee 
will be given to the maintenance of 
peace by the removal of obstacles to 
harmonious international relations. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, the — earlier 
part of my noble friend’s observations 
was addressed to a criticism of the 
correspondence which lies on the Table 
with regard to contraband of war during 
the progress of hostilities between Russia 
and Japan, and I shall certainly not 
take exception to anything that fell 
from him during the course of his 
observations. On the contrary, I was 
glad to notice that he gave His 
Majesty’s Government credit for having 
desired throughout this long and some- 
what difficult controversy to uphold the 
rights of neutrals to the best of their 
ability. But while I am grateful to my 
noble friend for that admission, I am 
bound to say that I cannot myself regard 
this correspondence with any great feeling 
of satisfaction, because it seems to me to 
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illustrate in a striking manner the ex- 
tremely unsatisfactory position in which 
we find ourselves with regard to so many 
of these important questions of inter- 
national law. When I say questions of 
international law, I think we ought not 
to allow ourselves to forget that there is 
no code of international law to which 
either neutrals or belligerents can, in 
circumstances like this, appeal, feeling 
that they can look there for sufficient 
support. All we have are certain rules 
which have been laid down from time 
to time by the Powers themselves, 
and which, unfortunately, are very 
differently interpreted by those Powers 
when they are put in operation. In 
such circumstances all that a neutral 
Power, when it finds itself at variance 
with a belligerent Power, can do, short 
of resort to means which one would 
rather not contemplate, is to do what 
we have done in this case—to press its 
views as strongly as possible and make 
energetic protests and remonstrances 
whenever we conceive that wrong is 
being done. That is what His Majesty’s 
Government have done in the present 
case, and perhaps we may, at any rate, 
say that those remonstrances and _ re- 
presentations have not been wholly 
without effect. They have, as my noble 
friend has admitted, at all events led to 
this result—that in the case of foodstuffs 
and certain other articles the Russian 
Government accepted our contention 
that those articles were not absolute, 
but only conditional, contraband of 
var. 

My noble friend asked me, with re- 
gard to the protest which was made as 
to the inclusion of coal among articles 
absolutely contraband of war, whether 
we had since the publication of these 
Papers obtained any admission from the 
Russian Government that our view was 
correct. I am sorry to say that the 
Russian Government have not departed 
from the position they first assumed, 
in spite of all our arguments and of the 
use of that argument which my noble 
friend used—I mean the argument that 
in 1884, on the occasion of the West 
African Conference at Berlin, the Russian 
plenipotentiary adopted an attitude 
diametrically opposed to the attitude 
which the Russian Government has 


adopted on the present occasion. 


{15 Aprit 1905} 
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although we have not obtained any 
admission from the Russian Government 
on this point, it is perhaps not unsatis- 
factory to point to the effect which has 
been produced by those supplementary 
instructions which Count Lamsdorff 
undertook to issue : instructions to which 
reference is made in these Papers, and 
the effect of which seems to have been 
that since last summer there has not 
been a single case in which a British 
vessel has been interfered with by 
Russian cruisers. 
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I wish before going any further to ex- 
press my concurrence with what was said 
by my noble friend as to the identity 
of view which has obtained throughout 
these discussions between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the 
Government of His Majesty. I believe 
that in regard to all these points we have 
seen eye to eye, and that our diplomacy 
has been directed towards the accom- 
plishment of the same ends. 


My noble friend asked me for in- 
formation with regard to the invitation 
lately addressed by the President of 
the United States to this country and 
other countries to participate in a second 
conference at the H.:gue. My Lords, 
the facts are these. In the month of Oc- 
tober we received from the United 
States Government a circular despatch, 
in which Mr. Secretary Hay dwelt 
upon the great work which had been ac- 
complished by the conference of 1899, 
but expressed the view that, altbough 
that conference had done much to bring 
about the peaceful adjustment of inter- 
national disputes by reference to ar- 
bitration, and although it had done a 
great deal to procure amendments in 
the law and custom of war, both by land 
and sea, it had left unnoticed a con- 
siderable number of questions closely 
connected with those which it had under 
consideration. In these circumstances 
the President of the United States de- 
sired to know whether the Government 
of this country would be prepared to 
associate itself with the United States 
and with other Powers in a second con- 
ference to deal with those further ques- 
tions. Mr. Hay explained that he had 
no desire to couple with the tentative 
invitation which was being issued to us 
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anything like a full and complete enu- 
meration of all the subjects which such 
a conference might discuss: but he did 
mention several subjects. Amongst 
them were these—the rights and duties 
of neutrals, the inviolability of private 
property in naval war, the question of 
the bombardment of ports, towns, and 
villages, the distinction between absolute 
and conditional contraband of war, the 
inviolability of correspondence, whether 
private or official, of neutrals, and the 
treatment of refugee ships in neutral 
ports. These subjects were mentioned, 
but with the reservation that the list 
did not by any means presume to be 2 
complete or exhaustive one. 


I need not tell your Lordships that the 
President’s invitation was accepted by 
His Majesty’s Government without a 
moment's hesitation. We, of course, 
made the reservation that at the proper 
time it would be necessary for us to con- 
sider what questions might be submitted 
to the conference. With regard to the 
time at which the conference might be 
assembled we placed ourselves in the 
President’s hands, and said that when- 
ever he issued his summons we should be 
prepared to accept his invitation, the 
date being no doubt selected with re- 
ference to the general convenience of 
all the Powers concerned. Since that 
time we have heard from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States that the 
result of the President’s communica- 
tions with the Powers has been of the 
most satisfactory description. He has 
received a unanimous adhesion in prin- 
ciple to his proposal. Most of the 
Powers, like ourselves, have made a 
reservation with regard to the subjects 
which might be referred to the con- 
ference, and in the case of one Power, 
at all events, reluctance was expressed 
to take part in such an inquiry while 
the great war now in progress untortu- 
nately continues. But pending the selec- 
tion of a date for the meeting of the con- 
ference, the President suggested that 
there might be a preliminary exchange 
of ideas as to the scope and matter of the 
reference to the conference, which, he 
proposed, should take place at the Hague. 
He also suggested that the International 
Bureau of the Permanent Council at the 
Hague might, at the proper time, be 

The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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authorised to draw up a programme for 
the conference. To those suggestions 
also we expressed our adhesion, only 
adding that in our opinion it would be 
perhaps unnecessary to begin the con- 
sideration of the subjects to be referred 
until the date of the assemblage of the 
conference was more nearly in sight. 
That is how the matter stands at the 
present time. 


Now, my noble friend questioned me 
with regard to the subjects which, in 
the view of His Majesty’s Government, 
might profitably be dealt with by the 
conference. He must allow me to say that 
it would be quite impossible for me, on the 
occasion of a conversation of this kind, to 
take upon myself to describe or to limit 
the subjects which at the proper moment 
might be selected for reference to the 
tribunal. But I have looked at the 
list which my noble friend put on the 
Paper, and it seems to me to contain 
a large number of extremely important 
subjects, most of which have been 
lately under discussion, and most of 
which, or some, at all events, of 
which, might no doubt be considered 
with a view to their inclusion in the 
reference. The first three points, for 
example, which my noble friend has put 
on the Paper—the distinction between 
absolute and conditional contraband, 
the indication of the categories of articles 
constituting absolute contraband, the 
circumstances under which foodstuffs and 
coal and raw material can be declared 
contraband—those are questions which, 
as my noble friend knows, we have been 
constantly discussing, and it seems to 
me highly probable that those questions, 
when the time cones, might be considered 
appropriate for the conference. The 
limitation of the right of search, I think, 
is also a question which has been similarly 
discussed. 


Then my noble friend asked me to 
favour him with an expression of the 
views of the Admiralty on that extremely 
difficult question, the right to destroy 
prizes, by which, I think he meant neutral 
prizes. [Lord Reay nodded assent.! 
That is a very much controverted question, 
which is at this moment before the Prize 
Courts, and I wish to guard myself from 


in any Way appearing to lay down the law 








| Contraband 


in regard to it. As to the adoption of 
measures to avoid risk from drifting 
mines, that seems to me to be a new and 
very terrible development of modern 
wartare; and personally [ should be 
delighted, as all of us probably would, if 
some ineans could be found to diminish 
the extent of the danger. Asto the other 
ms, Wireless telegraphy, the vexed 
question of “ continuous 
these are questions about which I would 
rather be excused from saying more 
than that I recognise their importance, 
and that my noble friend may be sure 
that His Majesty’s Government will at 
the proper time carefully consider whether 
thes might not be amongst those to be 


questl 


voyages ”— 


Qn all these points it is quite clear 
that it would be most desirable, if it 
were possible, that a general agreement 
should be arrived at amongst the Powers. 
I am sure we all agree with my noble 
friend in what he said in the concluding 
sentences of his speech. We feel that, if 
war isat times inevitable, we should all of 
us do what lies in our power to restrict the 
area Which has to sutter from hostilities, 
and that even within that area we should 
spare no pains to minimise the suffering 
and inconvenience occasioned to all those 
who are directly or indirectly brought 


within reach of hostilities. That is 
our feeling, and holding that  feel- 


ing, we cordially welcome the initia- 
tive of the Government of the United 
States, and at the proper time we shall 
gladly associate ourselves with that 
Government in dealing with these im- 
portant questions; I share my noble 
friend’s hope that the time when we 
may be able to address ourselves to that 
most humane and honourable task will 
not be far distant. 


*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH : My Lords, 
the noble Lord’s Question appears to me 
to assume that Great Britain will always 
be a neutral, and that she will never be 
engaged in a life-and-death struggle on 
her own account for the supremacy of 
the Channel and North Sea. Now, such 
a conflict is sure to come ; perhaps not for 
very many years, but still it is one for 
which we should always be prepared. 
In our own interests and in those of pos- 


terity, we,have no right to throw away , 
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weapons that may be of use to us in such 
a contest. 


I shall now deal seriatim with the dif- 
ferent sections of the noble Lord’s Ques- 
tion, As regards the first three sections 
referred to by the noble Lord, I think it 
unlikely that any advantage would be 
gained by an international discussion or 
by laying down a number of fixed rules. 
When actually called into operation such 
rules would probably be found to be un- 
suited to the circumstances of the case. 
The President of the United States re- 
fers in his letter to the exemption of all 
private property at sea from capture if 
not contraband of war. Well, any coun- 
try at war with England would be sure to 
declare food contraband if it could get 
even a partial command of the sea, so 
that should be starved without a 
chance of reprisals. It will be time 
enough to declare property at sea not 
liable to capture when property on land 
is inviolable. Is private property in 
Manchuria inviolable? Was __ private 
property in Georgia inviolable when 
Sherman’s troops marched through it 
with a broad front applying the torch 
every morning to the farms in which they 
had slept on the previous night. Was 
private property inviolable when the 
fertile Shenandoah Valley was so pillaged 
and plundered that it was said that--- 


we 


“If acrow came there he would have to 
bring his own provisions if he meant to stop.” 

Section 4 limits the right of search 
when the neutral Government has a con- 
tract with the owners of mail steamers. 
Now, such a contract would certainly be 
evaded, whenever there was a benevolent 
neutrality, or whenever the profits that 
could be obtained by evasion amounted 
to considerable sums. Besides, has the 
noble Lord never heard of carrying truck, 
of cargo being put on board a ship by the 
officers or by leading members of the 
crew, without any corresponding entry 
being made in the ships’s papers, or any 
information being given to the owners ¢ 
Although owners do all they can to stop 
the practice, it is still occasionally done. 
Vacant spaces such as double bottoms, 
empty tanks, or bunkers are made use 
of for the purpose. The only effective 
restraints of the abuse of the right of 
search are the common sense of the bel- 
ligerent and the power of the neutral to 
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check his proceedings. For instance, 
the steamship “ Malacca” was seized 
by a Russian vessel in the Red Sea and 
was sent to the Baltic to be tried before 
a F‘ze Court. The ship that seized her 
was ot a bona fide man-of-war, and the 
noble Marquess succeeded in obtaining 
her release, because he had the British 
Navy behind him. 

According to international law, as 
written on paper, Russian men-of war 
have a right to search and seize any Bri- 
tish ships outside the three-mile limit 
and to send them to the Baltic to be 
tried. But it is quite certain that had 
Russia insisted on interfering with Bri- 
tish commerce to such an extent as that 
we should have gone to war to protect 
our trade. At one time several seizures 
and examinations were made, but eventu- 
ally common sense prevailed and instruc- 
tions were issued which had the effect of 
restraining the more foolish of the Russian 
officers. Before negotiations are entered 
into which may have the effect of causing 
further legal limitations of the right of 
search, I hope that the naval advisers 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty, and 
naval opinion in general, will be con- 
sulted and that a full opportunity will be 
given for a public discussion of these ques- 
tions both in the Press and in Parliament. 

I confess that I do not understand 
Section 5, which is as follows — 

“The limitation of the right of destroying 
prizes, under very exceptional conditions with 
guarantees for compensation.” 

Does it refer to prizes taken from a 
neutral or from the other belligerent / 
Ships taken from neutrals should, of 
course, be taken before Prize Courts. 
The sinking of the * Knight Commander” 
was an unjustifiable outrage, an act of 
war against England, whereas the Dogger 
Bank affair was only an errer of judgment, 
a stupid mistake, perhaps, but still a 
mistake. But, as long as war lasts, a 
belligerent will aiways insist on retain- 
ing the right to burn, sink, and destroy 
an enemy's shipping whenever it suits 
him. No further conferences appear to 
me to be necessary for the purpose of 
discussing either of these points. 


Section 6 refers to the adoption of pre- 
cautionary measures for the purpose of 
securing immunity from floating mines, 
Under-water explosives as at present 

Lord Ellenborouyh, 
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worked are comparatively modern in- 
stitutions. Inventors are irrepressible, 
All descriptions of under-water weapons 
are being improved every day. We 
ought to be very careful not to tie our 
hands by assenting to propositions, the 
full meaning of which we do not yet 
know, and cannot know unless we have 
the gift of prophecy. I think that all 
who have studied the question will ad- 
mit that if we were at war with any one 
of the Powers whose sea-coast lies opposite 
our own, that there would be considerable 
but unavoidable danger to neutral com- 
merce both in the North Sea and Channel, 
If a neutral vessel was struck by an ex- 
plosive below the water-line, it would 
be impossible to know who was to blame, 
and, of course, each belligerent would 
lav the blame on the other. 

Section 7 refers to the discussion of 
rules with regard to wireless telegraphy. 
Wireless telegraphy is in its babvhood. 
To lay down laws for all time, to make 
rules with regard to what we know so 
little about would be a great mistake. 
If any agreements are made about it, 
they should be for a limited period only, 


Section 8 restricts the right of search 
to a certain distance from the theatre of 
war. The question arises—What is a 
theatre of war? When this war began 
it was confined to the Gulf of Pechili and 
the Japanese seas. It has now extended 
to the Indian Ocean. A Russian ad- 
miral recently thought that it included 
the North Sea and started a little one- 
sided war on his own account. When- 
ever two ships, belonging to different 
belligerent Powers, are within a thousand 
miles of one another there will be a 
theatre of war. If Great Britain was 
at war with a maritime Power, the 
theatre of war would be co-extensive 
with all the oceans and seas of the Globe. 
with the exception, perhaps, of the 
Antarctic and Caspian seas. 

The doctrine of ** continuous voyages ” 
has two sides to it. and [ scarcely know 
which of them the noble Lord wishes to 
see adopted. With regard to the tenth 
section, there might be some advantages 
to be derived by laying down rules about 
Prize Courts. 

If we sign away belligerent rights and 
find ourselves obliged to resume some of 
them when at war in the North Sea and 
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Channel, we shall be giving far more 
serious offence to neutrals, and shall be 
more likely to involve ourselves in a war 
with them than if those rights remained 
ill-defined and we could make out a fair 
case for argument. It is far better for 
us to maintain in theory the rights of 
belligerents as laid down by Lord Stawell 
and our Prize Courts, and for the Ad- 
miralty to issue confidential instructions 
to the captains of our men-of-war limit- 
ing the actual exercise of such rights. It 
is better to rely on common sense and 
expediency than to submit to the hard- 
and-fast restrictions of a conference. 
We have now definitely committed our- 
selves to the blue-water school. Well, 
] believe that our present Navy is strong 
enough to protect us once the war is in full 
swing, but not if its hands are tied by the | 
resolutions of a conference. Our ad- 
mirals must have a free hand in the 
North I hope, therefore, that we 
shall not enter into such a conference 
without giving full opportunities to 
nautical men and others to discuss the 
expediency of so doing. These are not 
matters to be left to the decision of | 
inland lawyers who do not know the | 
difference between a sailing brig and a 
torpedo vessel. 


Sea. 


[ regret to say that I cannot see 
word in the noble Lord’s 
Question about the duties of neutrals. 
How about destrovers and submarines 
creeping along within a three mile | 
limit in those labyrinthine channels 
between the shoals and islands which | 
form so large a portion of the Dutch, 
Danish, and Norwegian coasts? Are | 
they to be unmolested if the neutral 
Power is unable to deal with them with | 
the necessary promptitude, or are our | 
ships to follow them up? As a matter | 
of policy, Belgium keeps up a powerful 
army to protect her land frontiers, but | 
has no Navy whatever. She relies on 
England to shield her from maritime 
attack. Are our enemies to take tem- 
porary refuge on her coasts during the 
day, and then to sally forth and destroy | 
our ships at night? This is a question | 
that should be settled in a friendly manner | 


b ? 
a single 


by Belgium and ourselves, and not | 
by a hard-and-fast rule. These and | 
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| of belligerents. 
'this country commanded the seas, but 


crippled her resources. 
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those that are mentioned in the noble 
Lord’s Question. In conclusion, I would 
point out that to other nations these 
maritime questions are matters of 
secondary importance, but that as Great 
Britain is dependent on the sea for her 
food, to her they are matters of life or 
death. 


*Lorp COLERIDGE: My Lords, the 
House, I am sure, is grateful to the noble 
Lord for introducing this subject, and, 
if possible, still more grateful to the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs for the answer he has 
We all listened with the greatest 
possible pleasure ‘to the clear and satis- 
factory account given by the noble 
Marquess of what the Government has 
been doing in this most vexed question. 
I only rose for the purpose of desiring 
the noble Marquess to consider carefully 
the attitude of mind which the repre- 
sentatives of this country should have 
towards the policy of this country in an 
international conference. 


The noble Lord who has just sat down 
declaimed to the House about the rights 
In those days when 


when our mercantile marine was small, 
the rights of belligerents were of over- 
whelming importance to this country, 
and by exercising and enforcing those 
rights we again and again in the war 
with France attacked the commerce of 
the enemy, and by such attacks entirely 
But since the 
Declaration of Paris in 1856 the attitude 
of this country, and I think the interest 


|of this country, have undergone a very 


marked change. Owing to steam and 
facility for inter-communication the great 


| trans-oceanic commerce has grown and 


grown to an extent that would have 
been thought impossible if predicted by 
our forefathers. I am happy to say 
that we, that this country, are the 
carriers of the world, and our interests 
very largely differ in this question 
of neutrals from the interests which 
were our predominant interests at 
the end of the last century. Our in- 
terests now lie in preserving neutral 


other kindred subjects are, I think, of | commerce from interference when other 
more importance to us than any of| nations are at war, and I hope that our 
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representatives in this forthcoming con- 
ference will keep mainly before their 
minds two important questions—first, 
that the rights of belligerents over neu- 
tral Powers should be. as far as possible, 
limited. in accordance, of course, with 
reason and sense; and, secondly, that 
the classes of goods that should be placed 
under either conditional or absolute con- 
traband should also be limited, as far 
as possible. In the limitation of the 
rights of belligerents over neutral ships 
and in the limitation of the class of goods 
which should be declared absolute or 
conditional contraband—in those two 
limitations lie the interests of our country, 
and our representatives should go into 
the conference imbued with the idea of, 
as far as possible, insisting upon them. 


I only want to draw the noble Marquess’s 
attention to one matter, in connection 
with which, in my opinion, the Govern- 
ment have taken a somewhat retrograde 
step. In the last war they certainly 
did not follow the doctrine which, I 
thought, had been the doctrine of this 
country in maintaining the rights of 
neutrals when proceeding to a neutral 
port, because, as the noble Marquess is 
well aware, we seized a German steamer 
on its way to Lorenzo Marquez, which 
was a neutral port. I do not know 
whether the Government of the day 
quite realised the far-reaching result of 
that action, but I notice that in ‘‘ The 
British Manual of Prize Law,’ the 
official Admiralty book of the period, the 
doctrine with regard to the safety and 
security of goods on a neutral ship pro- 
ceeding toa neutral port has been altered ; 
and in the last book of 1v04 the doctrine 
is laid down, I believe, for the first time 
since the Declaration of Paris thatif that 
neutral port is hard by the confines of the 
territory oi the enemy and if it be 
thought that the goods, though they 
pass through the neutral port, are ul- 
timately destined for the enemy, those 
goods are liable to seizure at the hands 
of the belligerent. That is a very lar- 
reaching doctrine, and I can conceive 
circumstances under which it might be 
applicable in a manner disastrous to 
British neutral commerce. I hope the 
decision then taken is not one that is 
irrevocable, and that at any rate His 
Majesty’s Ministers will consider the 
subject temperately before thev uphold 
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that far-reaching decision. I desire he- 
fore sitting down to again say how in 
debted we are to the noble Marq uess for 
his most satisfactory speech. 


GARRISON CHAPELS. 

*Tur LORD BISHOP or SALISBURY: 
My Lords, I rise to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for War for information as 
to the reasons which have led to the long 
delay in the provision of garrison ¢ ‘hapels 
at Bulford Camp, Wiltshire, and as to 
the date at which such chapels will be 
provided there, and also at the new 
barracks at Tidworth which are now in 
use by troops. I have a direct personal 
interest in obtaining a full Answer to 
this Question, partly as Bishop of Salis- 
bury, in which diocese Buliford Camp and 
North Tidworth are situated, and partly 
as chairman of a large local association 
which does its best to help soldiers on 
Salisbury Plain and assist chaplains in 
their ministrations. But I should like to 
put the question on a broader basis than 
that. I wish to ask not merely about a 
chapel for Church of England soldiers, but 
about garrison chapels in general. T wish 
to draw the attention of His Majasty’s 
Government, and particularly of the War 
Office, to the absence of th: ut full recogni- 
tion of the duties of religion which T am 
sorry to say seems to me to have e¢ 
—_ their action in regard to Bulford 

Camp. That camp was opened, if I 
recollect rightly, as a residential camp 
in the autumn of 1901, the place having 
been long used for manceuvres of different 
kinds, A very large sum was spent upon 
it, but since that date the War Office 
has made no proper provision for public 
worship in the way of buildings. [say no 
proper provision, because, the nature of 
the aor, is this. The War Office 
hires, for £50 a year, from the association 
of which I am chairman, a large hail 
capable of holding from 700 to 800 
soldiers, and has also given the chaplain 
the use of a barrack room; but that 
large hall, although it was built for the 


harac- 


- purpose of assisting the War Office in a 


time of stress—it was erected during the 
South African War—-was not intended 
by any means to be permanently use: 
for that purpose. We built it for recrea- 
tive purposes, and we are obliged now 
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to use it for all sorts of recreative pur-{at either of those 
On many nights in thé week it is | 


poses. 
used for stage plays, and those plays, 
although certain supervision is exercised 
over them by the officers of the garrison 
and the chaplain, are not always in 
harmony with the religious services con- 
ducted there on Sunday, and I should very 
much like an Answer which would tell us 
that in a very short space of time that 
co-ordination of such discordant elements 
will cease, and that we shall be able to use 
this institute wholly for the recreative 
purposes for which it was built, without 
forcing any large gatherings of soldiers for 
public worship into the opan field, for that 
isreally the only alternative at the present 
moment, 


This is a matter which does not. merely 
concern the Church of England ; it con- 
cerns the nation as a Christian nation. I 
cannot but feel that the blessing of Al- 
mighty God would rest more on all our 
efforts if we gave a more direct recogni- 
tion to His share in the affairs of mea 
and of the Army, which is compose 
very largely of man who have real religious 
feelings although sometimes they do not 
display them very openly. ‘This co-ordina- 
tion of religious and secular purposes is 
very offensive to both officers and men, and 
Iam sorry to find that there is no definite 
provision made, so far as I am aware, of 
any permanent and worthy character in 
the large barracks at Tidworth. on which 
I am informed a quarter of a million 
sterling has been spent. I do think that 
£10,000 or so might have been found by 
this time to build a few garrison chapels 
in connection with that great establish- 
ment. I bag to ask the Question standing 
in my nama. 


*Toe UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of 
JONOUGHMORE): My Lords, I am afraid 
[shall not be able to give the right rey. 
relate as satisfactory an Answer as he 
would wish. The reason why garrison 
chapels have not been built at Bulford 
Camp and at Tidworth is the lack of 


| 
i 
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funds, which explains why a great many 


other things have not been done at both 
those places. We have not completed 
those stations and provided everything 


that we require for the use of the 
troops. We have not been able 
to complete the original scheme 
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places. and last 


vear, when we were unable through 
want of funds to begin any new work 
these chapels were held over as 
well as everything else. I confess it 
is entirely new to me to hear that the 
use of the large hall of the Church of 
England garrison at Bulford for purposes 
of religious services is objected to by 
the officers and men. It is on all fours 
with the arrangements that exist at 
a great many other stations. After 
what the right rev. Prelate has stated 
[ shall, of course, have the matter in- 
quired into, and if I find this objection 
does exist I shall ask the local military 
authorities to see if they can make some 
other arrangements. This practice of 
utilising a building used as a recreation 
room or as a gymnasium for this purpose 
is by no means novel. It is a practice 


‘followed by the Army and the Navy, 


and I have not heard any serious objec- 
tions advanced against it. I am afraid 
I cannot hold out any hope to the right 
rev. Prelate that we shall be able to 
proceed with the building of these chapels 
in the very near future. We have a 
great many needs and not very much 
money with which to supply them. But 
as soon as we can conveniently do so we 
shall provide the requisite garrison 
chapels. 


*THe LORD BISHOP or SALISBURY: 
[ would ask the noble Earl, when he 
is making the inquiries to which he 
referred, to be good enough to inquire 
whether Sir Evelyn Wood, when com- 
manding that district a year or more 
ago, did not press this matter on 
the War Office as one of urgent neces- 
sity. I should like to explain that the 
reason the institute is allowed to be used 
for various entertainments is that this 
is the only way of keeping the men 
happily employed during the winter 
evenings in camp; but that, [I think, 
does not in the least prevent the more 
serious-minded from feeling the great 
incongruity of the situation. 


Tue Bart or DONOUGHMORE: I 


shall be glad to make that inquiry. 


House adjourned at Six o'clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 13th April, 1905, 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereo’, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz.:—Nine Mile Point Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


North Sussex Gas Bill, Read the third 


time, and passed. 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill. 
As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


Worcestershire County Council 
(Bridges) Bill. “ To transfer the Hundred 
Bridges in Doddingtree Hundred, in the 
county of Worcester, to the Worcester- 
shire County Council; and for other 
purposes,” presented, and read the first 
time ; and ordered to be read a second 
time. 


Croydon Corporation Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments, from the Police ard 
Sanitary Comnfittee [Section B]; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Heckmondwike  [mprovement Bill. 
Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Police and Sanitary Committee [Section 
A]; Report to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. 


Great Western Railway (Additional 
Powers) Bill; Rotherham, Maltby, and 
Laughton Railway Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments; Reports to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
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ment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill, Reported, without Amend. 
ment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Poor Law) Bill. Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


Andover Lighting and Power Bill; 
Avlesburv Gas Bill; South Wales 
Electrical Power Distribution Company 
Bill; South Oxfordshire Water and Gas 
Bill. Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Entre Rios Railways Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Reports to lie upon the Table, 


and to be printed. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill; Edgware and Hampstead Railway 
Bill. Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘‘An Act to confer further powers on 
the Corporation of Preston with reference 
to the Ribble Navigation ; and for other 
purposes.” [Preston Corporation (Ribble: 
Navigation) Bill |Lords,] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers on the Barry 
Railway Company.” [Barry Railway 
Bill [Lords.; 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers upon the Rhymney 
Railway Company for the acquisition of 
lands, the construction of works, and 
the raising of capital; and for other 
purposes.” [Rhymney Railway Bill 
[Lords.] 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
empower the Southend and Colchester 
Light Railways Company to construct 
piers, to establish and work ferries across 
the River Crouch and the River Black- 
water, to acquire Creeksea Ferry, to 
raise additional capital: and for other 
purposes.” [Southend and Colchester 
Light Railways Bill [ Lords. | 


o, & Bill, intituled, ‘An Act 
to conier further powers on the South 
Easiern and London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railway Companies and the South 
Eastern and Chatham Railway Com- 
panies Managing Committee for the 
making of new works and the acquisition 
of additional lands ; the purchase of the 
Sheppey Light Railway; and tor other 
purposes.” [South Eastern and London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill 


(Lords. | 


Preston Corporation (Ribble Naviga- 
tion) Bill [Lords]; Barry R \ilway | Bill 
[Lords]; Rhymney R ailway Bill [Lords]; 
Southend and Colchester Li ght Railways 
Bill [Lords]; South Hastern and Lon- 
don, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill 
[Lords]. tead the first time ; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


And, al 


PETITIONS. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Garliestown ; 
and Kilsyth; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Banwell, against; to lie 


upon the Table. 

MARRIED WOMEN’S PROPERTY ACT 
(1882) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Manchester, in favour; 

to lie upon the Table. 
POSL OFFICE (TELEPHONE 
AGREEMENT). 
Petition from Manchester, for annul- 


ment; to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL, 
Petition from Manchester, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VOL. CXLV. [Fourts Sertes.] 
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Reports, &e. o 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 


Petition from Chadlington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


REPORTS, ETC. 


RETURNS, 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 

Copy presented, of Statutes made br 
the Governing Body of St. John’s 
College, Oxford, on 17th December, 
1904 (i) amending Statute LT. (12); and 
(ii) amending Statutes IIT., V., and XV. 
of the Statutes of the College [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 125.] 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 

Copy —— of Statute made by 
the Governing Beaty of Christchurch, 
Oxford, on 7th December, 1904, amending 
Clause 3 of the Statute of the House 

Westminster Scholarships 
to lie upon the Table, and to 
[No. 126.] 


concerning 
[by Act] ; 
be printed, 


COLLEGE CHARTER ACT, 1871 (UNIVER. 
SITY COLLEGE OF SHEFFIELD). 
~~ ha sented, of Application received 
frou the University College of Sheffield 
for the establishment of a University in 
Sheffield, referred by His Majesty 
Council for consideration and Report of 
a Committee of His Majesty’s Most 
Honourable Privy Council; together 
with a Copy of the Draft of the Charter 
applied for [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1897. 

Copy presented, of Seventh Report of 
the Congested Districts (Scotland) Board 
to tne Secretary for Scotland [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS ACT, 1896, 
AND MOTOR-CAR ACT, 1903. 

Copy presented, of Order by the 
Secretary for Scotland, dated 5th April, 
1905, pr ‘ohibiting Motor-Car Traffic on 
certain roads in the County of Ayr [by 
Act]; tolie upon the Table. 


B 





5 Questions. 
INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL COMMITTEE. 
Copy presented, of Minutes of Evi- 
dence taken before the Departmental 
Committee on Industrial Alcohol, with 
Appendix [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(SUPERANNUATION) ACT, 1898. 
Copy presented, of Rule amending 
Rules 28 to 50 of the Elementary Schoo! 
Teachers Superannuation Rules, 1899 
[hy Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(SUPERANNUATION) ACT, 1898. 

Copy preented, of Rule amendmg 
Rules 28 to 30 of the School Teachers 
Superannuation Rules (Scotland) 1899 
[by Act]; to le upon the Table. 
SOUTH AFRICA (AUTHORITY OF HIGH 

COMMISSIONER). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 15th March; Mr. Bryce]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (POLICE). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Indian Police Commission and Resolution 
of the Government of India [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


GAS UNDERTAKINGS. 
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Questions. 


Local Authorities, for the vear ending 
the 3lst dav of December, 1904 (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 331, of Session 1904).”—/ Mr. Bonar 
Law.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Bird, Beamish, and Bandon Estates, near 
Bantry. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland what were the 
adjusted rents on the Bird, Beamish, 
and Bandon Estates, near Bantry, 
respectively, and poor valuations at the 
date of sale to the Congested Districts 
Board; what arrears were due ot the 
tenants at that date, the number of non- 
judicial and second-term tenants of these 
estates; at what price each of these 
estates were purchased by the Conzested 
Districts Board; and. that a 
number of the holders on these estates 
are fishermen, and the fishing season will 
be in full swing about the middle of July, 
whether he will send an inspector from 
the Congested Districts Board to. said 
estates at once to carry out the squaring 
of boundaries and general improvements. 


seelng 








Return ordered, “relating to all (Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
authorised Gas Undertakings in the following table gives the pirticulars asked 
United Kingdom, other than those of for— 

Bird Estate. Beamish Estate. Bandon’ Estate. 

~ a Cad: £ Bir Yer. £ S- see 
Price of estate 8.017 0 O 2899 0 0 1015 0 0 
Adjus‘ed rental 992 12 3 150 Th 39 18 10 0 
Poor Law valuation 576 7 0 189 0 0 of da: O 
Arrears 896 19 O 190 3 6 i810 0 
Number of non-judicial tenants - 19 1] none 
Number of second-term tenants - i) none 6 





These estates have not yet been vested boundaries of holdings until they become 
in the Congested Districts Board, and owners. 
they have no legal power to alter the 
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a7 Questions. 
Irish Education—Catholic Clergy and 
Rule 127 (b). 

CapTaIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to a resolution, 
unanimously adopted by the Catholic 
clergy of the diocese of Cloyne (including 
all the Catholic managers of primary 
schools within the diocese), strongly con- 
demning the Rule 127 (b) recently issued 
yy the Board of National Education ; 
and whether he will give due regard to 
this expression of opinion when con- 
sidering the question. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
resolution has now been received, and 
he duly submitted to the Com- 

m ioneTs. 


Irish National School Teachers—Amount 
of Salaries. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.): 
fo ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Mieutenant of Ireland what were the 
mounts paid to Irish national te ichers 
in personal saleries in the financial 
vear ended 31st Mareh, 1900, and in 
he financial year ended Jist March, 1901. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The total 
mount of State aid to the teaching staff 
in national schools in the financial vear 
sided 3ist March, 1900, was £1,159,896, 
ind inthe year ended 3ist Mareh, 1901, 
£1,155,962. 


Payment of Teacher of Killarga Evening 
- School. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
ireland whether the fees due to the 
teicher of Killarga, county Leitrim, 
vening school for tuition given list 
year have yet been paid; if not, will he 
stite the grounds on which payment 
has be¢n delaved by the Board of National 
Hducation; and will he direct the Board 
to give this matter their immediate 
i'tention. 


‘ 

(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
manager of this school informed the Com- 
missioners in October, 1903, that the even- 
ing school was not im operation for the 
session 1903-4 
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Estates Commissioners and Purchase of 
Grazing Lands. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners have declined to 
purchase grazing land suitable for distri- 
bution if it bears any charge to the 
Treasury ; and, if so, in view of the fact 
that such charge woul] be redeemed out 
of the purchase-money, will ho explain 
why the Estates Commissio ers decline 
to purchase land needed for the eularge- 
ment of holdings. 


‘a 9? , 
(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
Commissioners are unable to identily the 
pirticular grazing lind referred to, but 
they are precluded from making advances 
for the purehise of lands from tenant 

| 
yarchisers until the purchase annuities 
i 

‘harged on the holdings have been paid 

p 

or redeemed. 


Belfast Revaluation. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.): 
To ask the Chief Se:retary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Treland whether, in view 
of the fact that th» bringing into im- 
mediate operation of the recent re- 
valuation of Belfast would involve, now 
for the first time in half-a-century, the 
imposition of a burden on oecupiers of 
licensed premises for which it was 
supposed during that period that no 
sinction could be found in the law, he 
proposes to suspend the operation of 
that revaluation for a definite period or 
otherwise, so as to prevent any confisea- 
tion of property. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
Court of Appeal has decided that licensed 
premises have been valued on a proper 
principle. I see no reason whatever to 
suspend the operation of the new valua- 
tion. 


Queen's College (Cork) Students and Art 
Examinations. 

Ma. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 5.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of freland how miny students 
of the Queen’s College, Cork, submitted 
themselves at the examination in 1904 
for first and second arts in the Royal 
University; of these low many are 
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holders of prizes, exhibitions, or scholar- 
ships in the Queen’s College ; how many 
failed to pass the examination; how 
many obtained first-class honours, second- 
class honours, first-class exhibitions, and 
second-class exhibitions; and how many 
of those who failed to pass these examina- 
tions in the Royal University were 
holders of prizes, exhibitions, or scholar- 
ships in the Queen's College, Cork, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will state how 
many students of the Queen's College, 
Cork, holders of prizes, exhibitions, and 
scholarships in that institution, have failed 
during the last five years to pass the 
ordinary examinations in the arts course 
of the Roya] University of Ireland; and 
how many were holders of scholarships, 
prizes, and exhibitions in the Queen’s 
College. Cork, im the subjects in which 
they failed to pass these examinations. 

(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) 1 ain 
informed by the president of the Queen’s 
College, Cork, that no record is kept of 
the students who present themselves for 
examination at the Royal University or 
elsewhere outside the college. The 
function of the college is considered to 
have ended when it has supplied a 
student with the instruction furnished in 
the classes for which he has entered, 
The inquiries raised in these two 
Questions cannot, therefore, be answered. 


Queen's College, Cork—Average Attend- 
ances of Students and Fees of Pro- 
fessors. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland hew many professo:s of the 
Queen’s College, Cork, have, during the 
past five vears, less than an average of 
twelve students to attend their lectures, 
and in what branches of knowledge has 
there been so limited an attendance at 
lectures and what are the salaries of the 
professors ; whether, in view of the fact 
that in the session of 1905-4 the Pro- 
fessor of Law in Queen’s College, Cork, 
had only three pupils, the Professor 01 
Greek had only three pupils, the Pro- 
fessor of Latin had only four pupils, and 
the Professors of Logic, Metaphysics, 
and Political Economy had no pupils at 
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jall, what explanation, if any, has he to 


give for the expenditure of £12,000 per 
annum annually voted by Parliament for 
the maintenance of this institution. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) Dur- 
ing the past five vears there have been 
four professors whose average attend- 
ance of students has not exceeded 
twelve. During the same period the 
total number of students has increased 
from 170 to 245. It would be impossible, 
in the form of an Answer to a Question, 
to discuss the point whether the ex- 
penditure mentioned in the last query is 
justified by these results. 


Trinity College, Dublin. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILEL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
more than one-third of the entire income 
of Trinity College, Dublin, is absorbed by 
eight individuals, the Provost and senior 
Fellows of the college, of the average age 
of seventy-one years, who have long 
since ceased to take part in the tuition 
of the college; and whether, having 
regard to the undoubted dissatis!action 
of the Protestant section of the popula- 
tion of Ireland with this mismanagement 
of public funds, the Government intend 
to take any, and if so what, steps to 
make the income of Trinity College, 
Dublin, of greater benefit to the advance- 
ment of education in Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
hon. Member’s Question has been re- 
ferred to the Provost of Trinity College, 
who bas replied to the effect that the 
statements contained in the Question are 
absolutely inaccurate, and he declines to 
answer this or any similar Question which 
he regards es merely the vehicle of un- 
founded and unjust charges against the 
institution over which he presides, The 
Government has neither the power, nor 
the desire, to compel him to answer such 
Questions. The reply to the last query 
is in the negative. 


The Annfield Estate. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8. 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lor) 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether an advance 
of money hus sanctioned for the 
purchase of the Annfield Estate; whether 
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he is aware that there are about 300 
acres of grazing lands on this estate ; 
that there are three congested townlands 
on its borders, Davros, Mollyroe, and 
Rathgranaher; and that, in face of this 
fact, over 100 acres have been given to a 
man named Rvan, who has already 
several large farms, and 180 acres to 
another farmer named Brannick, who 
has a considerable portion of land else- 
where, leaving only twenty acres of land 
for the enlargement of holdings on that 
property ; and, if so, whether he will see 
that these lands will be taken from these 
persons Who have already large areas of 
ind, and divided amongst those whose 
holdings are uneconomic in the district. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
Commissioners are unable to identify 
this estate. If the hon. Memb:r will 
supply the name of the owner and the 
locality, inquiries will be made, 


The Brown Hall Estate. near Balla, 
County Mayo. 

Me. JOHN O'DONNELL: To asx the 

iief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
‘i Treland whether he is aware that the 
Hrown Hall Estate, near Balla, county 
Mayo, has been purchased by the Con- 
gested Districts Board so far back as 
May, 190%; that there are 17) acres of 
grazing land on the estate ; that nothing 
his yet been done by the Board in the 
way of dividing the grazing land between 
the tenants who are in neel of an en- 
lirgement of their holdings; that the 
sile took place on the understan ling 
that the grazing lands would be divided 
without delay, and all be resold to the 
tenants at the price offered by them, 
seventeen vears purchase; and, if se, 
when will these graziag lands be striped 
iud given over to the tenants; and 
whether they will be entitled to the 
benefit of the reduced payments brought 
bout by the sale since the date on which 
it took place. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) This 
estate was purchased by the board in 
1903, and possession was ovtanel ia 
1904. The Board are at presen: careving 
out the work of striping and fencing the 
grazing lands referred to, with a view to 
their immediate disposal. There was no 
such understanding with the tenants as 


{13 Aprin 1905} 


Questions. 42 


that mentioned, and the reduced pay- 
ments will not come into operation till 
the lands are sold to the tenants. 


The Clanmorris Estate. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether applications have 
been received by the Estates Commis- 
sioners from two clerks enzaged in the 
Office of Mr. Ruttledge, agent to Lord 
Clanmorris, named Goode and Black, for 
an advance of money to enable them to 
purchase portions of the grazing ranches 
on the Clanmorris Estate, now in the 
hinds of the Estates Commissioners ; 
and, if so, how much has been applied 
for by each; and whether any will 
be granted, in view of the fact that 
they are neither bona fide tenant 
farmers nor the sons of tenant farmers 
who could come under the Act of 1903; 
and whether an inquiry will be instituted 
into the claims of these gentlemen and 
the dates on which they got small 
portions of land from estate bailifis, and 
the manner in which these portions were 
o»tained, before steps are taken to make 
grants in their favour. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
question of the proposed allotment of par- 
cols of lan | to the persons named is under 
consideration, and will be fully inquired 
into. 


Fixing of Judicial Rent of Mrs. Donnelly, 
of Knock Hill, Kilcormac. 

Me. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the decision 
in the case of Mrs. Donnelly, Knock Hill, 
Kilcormaec, King’s County, heard at the 
last November sittings of the Land Court 
in Birr; and wh>ther, seeing that Mrs. 
Donnelly and her family had expended 
£370 on drainage and other improvements, 
he cin say on what grounds the Land 
Commission reduced the rent by only 


(.Laswered by Mr. Atkinson.) In fixing 
the judicial rent in this case, allowance was 
made by the Sub-Commission for all 
‘improvements on the holding proved t» 
have been made by the tenant, If either 
party is aggrieved by the order oi the 
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Sub-Commission, he is at liberty to apply 
to have the case re-heard in the prescribed 
manner. 


Instructions Issued to Inspectors under 
the Land Act. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): To ask the 
Chiei Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland why the Irish Government 
have refused to lay upon the Table the 
instructions issued to their inspectors by 
the Estates Commission, dated February, 
1904, and under which the Land Act of 
1903 has been worked for a full year. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) I have 
nothing to add to the reply which my 
right hon. friend has already given, 
namely, that the instructions in question 
were informal, and for this reason have 
not been laid upon the Table, 


Coolie Riot at the Jumpers Deep Mine. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
*Co'onies whether his attention has been 
called to the breaking out, on Sunday 
last, from the Jumpers Deep mine, of 
5UO Chinese coolies, and to the faet that 
for three hours these coolies stoned the 
mounted police; whether he can state 
the reason for this outbreak; and, if not, 
whether he will get particulars. 


(Answered by Mr. Secritary Lyttelton.) 
I have not yet received the answer to my 
inquiry for particulars. 


The South African Police and Coolie 
Strikes. 

Caprarn ELLICE (St. Andrews Burghs): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies under what authority the mine- 
owners call in the aid of the police to 
settle a strike among Chinese coolies in 
South African mines; and whether any 
other punishment except imprisonment 
or fine can be inflicted on these coolies. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
Refusal to work is an offence under the 
Labour Ordinance. I understand that 
the police were called in to arrest the 
leaders charged with this offence and to 
suppress rioting. Besides fine and 
imprisonment, refusal to work may also 
be dealt with by the labourer being 
ordered to be returned to his country of 
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origin at the discretion of the superin- 
tendent. 


White and Coloured Labour employed at 
the Transvaal Mines. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will stat 
what were the numbers of Kaffirs and of 
white men at work on the mines of the 
Transvaal before the war; and what 
were the numbers o/ Kaffirs, of Chinese, 
and of white men so employed, including 
those engaged on building operations, on 
the latest date for which figures are 
available. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lytte!tov.) 
The figures for July, 1899, were—coloured, 
107,482; white, 12,530, for the Witwaters- 
rand only. The figures for February, 
1905, for the Transvaal were—coloured, 
97,882; Chinese, 31,424; white, 15,851. [ 
have no information as yet as to the 
exact number engaged on building opera- 
tions, 





Government Inspection of Insurance 
Companies Operations. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Secretary to the Roard of Trad 
whether, in view o! the fact that insurance 
companies are organisations mainly deal- 
ing with trust iunds, the Government 
will consider the advisability of intro- 
ducing legislation to enable them to 
exercise scrutiny and supervision respect- 
ing their operations, and also the condi- 
tions upon which life policies are issucd 
and forfeitures enforced of premiums 
paid. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Thi 
hon. Member is no doubt aware of tie 
provisions of the Life Insurance Com 
panies Act, 1870; the Board of Trad 
have no present intention of introducing 
amending legislation. 


Inverness Mai} Delays. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness-shire) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General if he can 
state the number of days on which the 
down night mail from London to the 
North of Scotland was late in arriving 
at Inverness since 50th September last ; 
and to what extent the mail train was 
behind schedule time on each occas’on. 
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(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The sub- 
joined statement shows the lateness in 
the arrival of the down night mail train 
at Inverness on week days during the six 
months from October Ist to the 3lst 
ultimo. I should, perhaps, state that 
almost every case of considerable delay 
was due either to unfavourable weather, 
to some accidental cause, or to the 
pressure of the Christinas traffic. Greater 
delay occurred on Sundays, but on that 
day the working of the mail train is 
dependent upon the running of a number 
of trains which are not in any way 
under mv control, 

Artival of down night mail train at 
Inverness on week days during the six 
months ended March 31st, 1905— 


Punctual - < - - 3+ times. 


Delay not more than 10 
minutes - - - 81 times. 
Deliv more than 10, not more 


than 20 minutes” - - 19 times. 
Delay more than 20, not more 
than 30 minutes - . 
Delay more than 50, not more 
than 40 minutes” - - 
Delay more than 40 minutes 


10 times. 


9 times. 
3 times. 


Telephone Exchanges—Fire Risks. 

Sin THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Postmaster- 
(teneral whether, in view of the proposed 
acquisition of the National Telephone 
(ompany’s undertaking by the Govern- 
nent, he can see his way to suggest to 
the company the expediency of insulating 
their telephone cables in a manner most 
likely to minimise the risk of fires such 
as those which occurred recently on the 
company’s premises at Cannon Street and 
Queen Victoria Street; and will he say 
whether steps are taken to secure that 
Post Office cables are satisfactorily 
protected against the risk of contact with 
electrically charged conductors. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 am 
assured by the National Telephone Com- 
pany that they are fully alive to the 
necessity of adopting all proper pre- 
cautions for the protection of their ex- 
changes from fires of the kind mentioned 
by the hon. Member. The question is 
one that has engaged the close attention 
of my Department, and all possible means 
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are taken to guard the 
system. 


Glastrigan (Tipperary) Postal Arrange- 
ments. 


Mr. P. J. O'BRIEN (Tipperary, N.): 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he could see his way to so far improve 
the postal service at Glastrigan, county 
Tipperary, and in the neighbourhood of 
the Grenane Creamery, by the appoint- 
ment of an :dditional postman for the 
convenience to the district of an evening 
post, with a dispatch of letters at about 
4 or 5 p.m. to Borrisoleigh, in lieu of a 
sub-post office at Glastrigin. 


(Answered by Lord Stinley.) As T in- 
formed the hon. Member by letter on the 
25th ultimo, the cost of the postal service 
at Glastrigin is already very high as 
compared with the revenue from the 
correspondence, and I should not be 
justified in incurring the additional ex- 
pense necessary for carrying out the 
improvement desired, I regret, there- 
fore, that [am unable to meet the hon, 
Member's wishes in the matter. 


Postmen’s Promotion to Positions of 
Sorting Clerks and Telegraphists. 


Mr. JACOBY (Derbyshire, Mid): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether aiter 
passing first in the limited competition 
for sorting clerk and telegraphist where 
there is one vacancy how long has a 
postman to wait before taking up such 
vacancy; and whether such postman 
could be sent to any other towa to take 
up the duties of sorting clerk and tele- 
graphist if it is afterwards found that 
there is no vacaney at the office competed 
tor. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) In order 
to provide suitable persons to fill vacanci *s 
without delay, it is necessary to hold 
competitions in advance of the vacancies ; 
and in some cases vacancies which were 
anticipated may not occur at once. If 
the hon. Member will furn'sh me with 
the particulars of the case to which he 
refers I will consider whether a transfer 
is practicable. 


Postage on Publications sent to the 
British Museum. 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether, 
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seeing that under the Copyright Act of 
1842 newspaper proprietors are required to 
supply, free of cost, a copy of each edition 
published to the British Museum, and to 
bear the cost of postage of the same, he 
will consider the possibility of remitting 
the charge for postage in the case of 
newspapers sent to the British Museum 
under this Act, such newspapers being 
supplied gratis for the benefit of the 
State. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
question of relieving proprietors of pub- 
lications of the cost of postage on copies 
sent to the British Museum is one which 
has on several previous cccasions been 
brought to the attention of the Lords of 
the Treasury and of mv _ predecessors ; 
but it has not been considered that there 
were good grounds for altering the pre- 
sent practice. The Copyright Act of 1842 
liid upon publishers the duty of delivering 
their publications at the British Museum 
and ai certain other libraries. It was no 
doubt the intention of Parliament, when 
that Act was passed, that the cost of 
transmission to the British Museum of 
copies of books and newspapers should 
be borne by the proprietors. 


Venezuela. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Shefiield, 
Central): To ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs how matters 
stand at the present time with regard to 
Venezuela, and particularly as to the 
surcharges and other Customs restrictions 
imposed by that Republic on imports 
from Trinidad. 


(Answered by Ear! Percy.) Vi the hon. 
Member refers in the first paragraph of 
his Question to the British claims, they 
are being steadily liquidated in accordance 
with the decision of the Hague ‘Tribunal, 
and over 50 per cent. have already been 
paid off. As regards the last paragraph, 
the surcharges and other Customs re- 
strictions imposed on imports from 
Trinidad are still in force. 


Repayment of Advances under the Small 
Holdings Act. 1892. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he will state the yearly 
amount required by the Treasury to 
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cover interest and sinking fund for repay- 
ment within fifty years of an advance 
made by a county council under Section 
19 (3) of The Small Holdings Act, 1892. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The amount required in repayment of 
£100 in the circumstances described in 
the hon. Member’s Question is £4 16s. 10d, 
per annum, pavable in half-vearly in. 
stalments of £2 &s. 5d. 


Prohibition of Trawling in Devon Bays. 

Mr. LAYLAND-BARRATT 
hire, Torquay): To ask the President of 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
whether he can state the cause of the 
delay in holding the local inquiry :nto 
the by-laws prohibiting trawling in the 
Devon bays. 


(Devon- 


(Answ red by Mr. Ailu Yn Fe'lowes.) 
[ had hoped that it would have been 
possible to hold the local inquiry to 
which my hon. friend refers on May Ist, 
but it was found impossible to secure 
the attendance of all the officers con- 
cerned on that date, and we had, there- 
fore, no alternative but to postpone it 
for a short time, possibly until the 
Whitsuntide Recess. Inasmuch, how- 
ever, as the alteration whic! the proposed 
new by-laws would make in the existing 
local regulations could not in any case 
take effect until August Ist next, the 
delay in holding the inquiry, which I 
much regret, is not of any serious 
importance to those interested in the 
matter, 


Sales of Navy Serges. 

Mr. BARRAN (Leeds, N.): To ask the 
Secretarv to the Admiralty if he will 
state the cost price of the blue serges sold 
in December for £3,000 by auction; and 
also what quantities of blue serges within 
10 per cent. in value have been ordered 
since that date either by the Admiralty 
or War Ofhce. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The bulk 
of the serge sold in December was the 
remains of a parcel bought six or seven 
vears ago, of a light make jor hot climates, 
which was not taken up to the extent 
anticipated. It was sold to prevent 
deterioration, and realised about 80 
per. cent. of its original cost price. The 
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serge since bought is of the ordinarv No. 
9and No. 3 qualities; that sold being 
known as No. 1. 


Poor Rate Demand Notes. 

Mr. LAYLAND-BARRATT: To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether, when the council of a 
borough has unanimously approved of the 
demand not» for the poor rate showing 
in addition to the legal form of demand 
particulars of the amounts required for 
specific purposes, including that of 
education, the Local Government Board 
would in any way depart from their 
custom of not interfering to prevent this 
being done by those responsible for the 

lection of the poor rate. 


(.{nswered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
do not think that [ can undertake to say 
what course the Local Government Board 
would take in any particular case where 
the demand note used does not follow the 
preseribed form. 


British Indian Subjects in the Transvaal. 

\Irn. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To ask 
the Secretary of State for India what 
steps he proposes to take to protect His 
Majesty’s British Indian subjects against 
tle agitation now being stirred up against 
them by certain white traders in the 
Transvaal. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
His Majesty’s Government adhere to the 
attitude taken up in my despatch of 20th 
July, 1904, printed at pages 38 to 45 of 
(Cd. 2239]. 


Peat Coal Manufacture. 

Mr. FIELD: ‘To ask the Chief Secre- 
to the Lord-fieutenant of Ire- 
lind whether he could state the name 
and qualification of the expert selected 
to inquire into and report upon the 
various processes of peat coal manu- 
facture in different countries on the 
Continent; and whether those reports 
have been forwarded to the Department 
of Agriculture for Ireland, and if they are 
available for Members of the House. 


tary 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) Mr. 
John T. Tatlow, who has made a special 
study of the peat industry in its various 
branches on the Continent, has acted as 
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the Department’s expert since 1901. A 
report on this industry appears in the 
proceedings of the Industrial Conference 
organised by the Department in connec- 
tion with the Cork Exhibition, 1902, and 
the subject is further dealt with in articles 
published in the Department’s Journal 
for June, 1902, and March, 1904. Reports 
other than the foregoing are not available 
for publication. It may be added that 
the term ‘ peat coal” is not applied to 
any known successful process upon the 
Continent. 


Cloncore National Schools. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state what is the accom- 
modation for pupils at the original Clon- 
core National School, and what was the 
average attendance for the quarter end- 
ing 35ist March last; how miny pupils is 
there accommodation for in the new 
Cloneore School, and what was their 
attendance for the same quarter; how 
many pupils attending the new school 
came from others. and what were the 
namés of the schools they came from; 
and if he can state what were the 
special circumstances which led the Com- 
missioners to give a grant for this new 
school, while there was sufficient accom- 
modation in the existing school under 
Protestant management for all pupils in 
the .oeality. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) Tie 
original Cloncore School affords accommo- 
dation for eighty-seven pupils, and the 
average attendance for the quarter indi- 
cated was twenty-five. The new school 
(Cloncore Upper) affords accommodation 
for eighty pupils, and the average attend- 
ance for the quarter indicated was fifty- 
seven. Filty-six of the pupils came from 
other schools, namely, Cloncore (old), 
Tartaraghan (1), Tartaraghan (2), Derry- 
lard, and Breagh National Schools. The 
exceptional circumstances connected with 
this school and which appeared to the 
Commissioners to justify them in granting 
aid were considered at more than one 
meeting of the Board. Thev are of too 
involved a character to set forth in a 
reply to a Parliamentary Question, and 
under any circumstances the Commis- 
sioners consider that no good object coull 
be achieved by making them public, 
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Strandtown National School Teacher. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if 
he is aware that the manager, in appoint- 
ing an assistant teacher in Strandtown 
National School, Belf»st, in August, 1902, 
made it a condition that she should teach 
regularly in his Sunday school, and that, 
on the assistants refusal to do so, she 
was forced to resign; and, if so, will he 
take steps to insert a clause in the Trish 
ngreement forms for teachers similar to 
that in use in the English Education De- 
partment, in order to prevent similar 
occurrences in future. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
agreement between the manager and the 
assistant teacher, executed on the ap- 
pointment oi the latter in August, 1902, 
does not contain the condition eferred 
to, and the Commissioners have no official 
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assistant teacher’s resignation was noti- 
fied to the Commissioners in the ordinary 
manner, and they have no knowledge 
that her retirement was enforced from 
anv cause, 


Newport (Mayo) Police District Doctors. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Treland if he will state the 
names of the police stations comprising 
the Newport, county Mayo, divisional 
police district; what is the name and 
what are the qualifications of the doctor 
who attends those stations; what is the 
distance between his residence and each 
station or barracks ; what are the facilities 
for his travelling to attend a night call at 
any one of those stations or barracks. 
The 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) 


knowledge of any such condition, The particulars asked for are as follows— 





Stations in Newport district 





Medical attendant. 


Distance between his residence 
and the station. 


Achill Sound - - Dr, T. H. Croly 9 miles 

Dugort - - ee ” = 

Keel - . : 2 | a 4 miles 
| 

Ballycroy - - - | Dr. J. F. Cleary 2 miles 

Coolnabinnia - - - | Dr. M. McSherry 10 miles 
| 

Brockagh - - . Dr. T. Allman 54 miles 

Newport - - Dr. F. T. O’Rorke 8 miles 

| 
Mulranny - - - ‘ | 19 miles 
Glenhest - - - - . | 16 miles 








Each of the gentlemen named is duly 
qualitied and licensed to practise. The 
facilities for travelling to attend night 
calls are those usual in country districts, 
namely, the use of a special car or cycle. 


Coolclogher Evicted Tenant—John 
O’Driscoll’s Application. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


of Treland, in relation to the claim 
of an evicted tenant, John O’Driscoll, 
Coolelogher, near Millstreet, whether the 
Estates Commissioners have received a 
communication from the evicted tenant’s 
representative contradicting the state- 
ment made by the landlady that his father, 
the late T. O’ Driscoll, wag not an evicted 
tenant, but surrendered the farm on 
receiving compensation ; whether he has 
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asked the Commissioners for an inquiry 
into the case ; and whether, ina disputed 
ease of this nature, the Commissioners 
will appoint an inspector to inquire into 
the validity of the evicted tenant’s claim 
under the Land Act of 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) If! the 
estate in question should come before the 
Commissioners to be dealt with, John 
0’Driscoll’s claim will be inquired into. 


Mohorough National School 
Teacher's Pay. 


re. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 


Mid): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
seeiuy that the salary paid to the 
teacher of Roll No. 5,094 National 
School, from Ist June, !1900, to Ist 


April, 1901, was calculated at £87 per 
annum. he will say whether there was 
anv departure from the arrangement 
of calculating the amount of equivalent 
grant in leu of results fees, by basing on 
the average amount earned for the three 
vears previous to the abolition of pay- 
ment by results; and, if so, under what 
circumstances, and in what manner, did 
this departure operate. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
amount of equivalent grant in lieu of re- 
sults fees paid in September, 1900, to Mr. 
MCarthy, teacher of Mohorough National 
‘-hool, wascalculatedon theactual earnings 
in results fees, and the Customs and Excise 
erant paid for the three preceding years, 
There was no departure from the usual 
procedure 1n this case. 


County Mayo Extra Police. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Licutenant of Ireland if he willstate how 
many of the men constituting the extra 
police force in the county of Mayo in 1899 
and 1900 were draitel in from other 
counties and how many from the depot. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
extra force cons'sted of forty-seven men 
drawn from counties and three men from 
the depot. 


County Mayo Royal Irish Constabulary 


Free Force. 
Mr. O’KELLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
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Treland if he will state the strength 
at which it was decided to maintain the 
Royal Irish Constabulary free force 
quota in the county of Mayo at the 
trienn‘al redistributions in 1897 and in 
1900. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) At 
the triennial redistributions in 1897 and 
1900 the free foree of the county of Mayo 
was fixed follows:—In 1837, 474 
sergeants and constsbles; in 1900, 515 
sergeauts and constables. 


as 


Purchase of Evicted Holdings and Grazing 
Tracts in Tipperary. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant ot Treland if he will state in 
how manv cases have the Estates Commis- 
sioners been negotiating the purchase of 
evicted holdings in Tipperary county ; 
how many they have succeeded in pur- 
chasing; how many have they failed in, 
and why; how many grazing tracts they 
have been purchasing; how many they 
have succeeded in; how many they have 
failed in, and why. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) In two 
cases evicted tenants have been reinstated. 
In eight cases the Commissioners have 
been unable to effect reinstatement owing 
to the unwillingness of the landlord to 
sell the holding singly. In one case 
negotiations are still pending. 


Insane Paupers at Cork District 
Lunatic Asylum. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he has receive 1 a resolution, 
passed unanimously by the Committee of 
Management of the Cork District Lunatic 
Asylum, calling on him to promote a Bill 
to enable the committee to deport insane 
patients of other nationalities and 
counties who have been committed and 
remain chargeable to the local rates, and 
pointing out that those patients occupy 
the places in the institution erected, 
maintained, and taxed for loca! patients, 
thereby contributing to the overcrowding 
which at present exists in the asylum; 
and, if so, whether he purposes to give 
effect to it during this session. 


Mr, Atkinson.) The 


(Answered by 
My right 


resolution has been received. 
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hon, friend is unable at present to give 
an undertaking to introduce legislation on 
the subject. 


Nolan Farrell Estate, County Mayo. 

Mr. JOHN ODONNELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Nolan Farrell Estate, near Ballyhaun’s, 
county Mayo, has been purchased by the 
Congested Districts Board; that there is 
an extensive demesne on the estate; 
that this demesne has been let to a 
erazier, named Curran, up to the Ist of 
May next, although a number of tenants 
in the vicinity, whose holdings are un- 
economic, were anxious to procure it for 
the use of their cattle; whether the 
letting was made by the Congested 
Districts Board or the landlord, and on 
what terms; and whether steps will be at 
once taken to ensure that there will be 
no further letting to this man, and that 
the place will be divided amongst the 
tenants on the estate for the purpose of 
enlarging their holdings or creating new 
ones, 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
Board has only recently received posses- 
sion of these lands. The occupier, Mr. 
Curran, has been allowed to remain in 
cceeupation until Ist May to give him an 
cpportunity of disposing of his stock 
without loss. He is to pay £15 for the 
grazing for this period. The Board will 
take over the lands on the date mentioned 
end deal with them as they consider 
h st pending the rearrangement of the 
estate, which cannot be commenced until 
the Board are legal owners of it. 


Alleged Ill-treatment of Indian Coolies 
in the Natal Coal Mines. 
Sir = MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
‘REE (Vethnal Green. N.E.): Te ask the 
-ecretary of St :te forthe Colonies whether, 
in view of the frequent Police Court pro- 
ceedings arising from the alleged ill-treat- 
ment of Indian indentured coolies in the 
Natal coal mines, he will call for a Report 
from the Natal Government on the subject 
and suggest the holding of a public in- 
quiry thereon. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyitelton.) 
There is a protector of Indian immigrants 
in Natal whose duty itis to watch over 
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their interests. I have referred to his 
last two annual reports. and do not find 
anything which would warrant such 
action as the hon. Member suggests, 
Indians are not compelled to accept 
service in the mines. During 1903 (the 
last year for which I have a report) the 
majority of the 504 men who re-indentured 
themselves did so to the coal mines and 
other employers not engaged in agricul- 
ture. 


British Indian Traders in Cape Colony. 

Sr MANCHERJEK BHOWNAG- 
GREE: To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if his attention has been 
drawn to an enactment by the Govern- 
ment of Cape Colony seeking to suppress 
British Indian traders by means of a 
clause requiring applications for trading 
licencesto be made in a European languave 
or in Yiddish ; and whether, having regard 
to the fact that such a requirement is 
calculated to deprive those traders of the 
rights they have hitherto possessed, he 
will advise the Crown to withhold assent 
to the enactment in question. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lytt:/ton.) 
I should be obliged if the hon. Member 
would indicate the special enactment to 
which he refers. 


Liquor Law in the Transvaal—Treatment 
of British Indians. 

Stir) MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he is aware that the 
Liquor Law of the late South African 
fepublic to the effect that no negro, 
aboriginal, native, or coloured person may 
be served with alcoholic drink, has been 
made applicable now by the Transvaal 
Government to respectable and educated 
Kurasians and other subjects of His 
Majesty from India employed on the 
railways of the country ; and whether he 
will represent to the Transvaal Govern- 
ment that such application of the 
prohibition is not called for, since the 
object of the provision in question Was 
solely to prevent intemperance among 
the natives of the country and immigrants 
of the uneducated coolie class. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
Under Sections 46 and 48 of the 
Liquor Licensing Ordinance _ passed 
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by the Transvaal Legislature in 
Qetober, 1902, no coloured person 
may be supphel with intoxicating 


liquor (Cd. 1565], and under Section 1 
(c) of Ordinance No. 68 of 1903 a railway 
emplovee’s liquor licence authorises a sale 
of liquor only to white male persons of 
the age of sixteen years and upwards who 
are employed on the construction of any 
railway works in the Transvaal. It is 
admitted that the liquor legislation of 
the Transvaal has had a salutary effect, 
but I will bring the point raised by the 
hon. Member to the notice of the officer 
administering the Government and ask 
for a report. Provision has been made 
under Proclamation No. 35 of 1901, 
printed at p. 42 of Cd. 904, for exempt- 
ing coloured persons of education from 
special legislation affecting natives and 
coloured persons generally. 


Army Horses Suffering from Epizootic 
Lymphangitis. 

Mr. HAYES FISHER (Fulham): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War what 
number of the 105 Army horses which 
were sutfering from epizootic lymphangitis 
in July last have been slaughtered ; what 
number of fresh have occurred 
among Army horses in England, Scotland, 
wid Treland respectively, since that time. 


cases 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Of the 108 horses suffering 
from this disease in July last sixty have 
been destroved. Since that date ninety- 
six fresh cases have occurred in England, 
one in Scotland, and five in Ireland. 


Pension of Michael Phelan, late 43rd 
Foot Regiment. 

Mr, OP MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he has received an application for increase 
of pension from Michael Phelan, Thomas- 
town, county Kilkenny, late of the 49th 
Light Infantry Regiment, in which he 
served twenty-one vears, obtaining during 
that period an Indian Mutiny medal and a 
New Zealand war medal, being eventually 
discharged on a pension of Is, per day for 
lite; whether, in view of his long service 
and present circumstances, he intends to 
grant Phelan this increase ; and, if so, to 
what extent. 
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(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The man referred to in the 
Question is Michael Phelan, late 43rd foot. 
An application for an increase of his pen- 
sion was dealt with in June last by th 
Commissioners of Chelsea Hospital, who 
informed Phelan that he was in receipt 
of the highest rate of pension for 
which he was eligible under the regula- 
tions in torce at the time of his discharge, 
and that he was not eligible for 
any increase. As he was not wounded 
or discharged for disability he cannot be 
granted any increase under the special 
concession made to Crimean and Indian 
Mutiny veterans who fulfil either of these 
conditions. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Distribution of Profits of Natal Field 
Force Canteens. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can say to what use the 
£470,C0) balance standing to the credit 
of the Natal Field Force canteens, as de- 
scribed by Lieutenant-Colonel H. 0. 
Morgan before the Roval Commission on 
the South African War, has been put; 
whether this sum has been applied in 
part or in full to the establishment 
of South African garrison institutes ; 
whether these institutes are now being 
conducted, as stated by Colonel Morgan, 
as canteens conducted by a civilian per- 
sonnel; what War Office supervision, if 
any, there is over their business trans- 
actions; what War Office audit, if any, 
there is of their accounts; and to what 
purposes are their profits, if any, applied. 


Tug SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. ArnoupD-Forstrer, Belfast, 
W.): The Army canteens, during the 
South African War, were started without 
any assistance from public funds, and the 
profits accruing therefrom have been 
applied for the benefit of the Army in 
South Africa, after providing for a 
gratuity to regiments leaving the coun- 
try. The allezed credit of the Natal 
Field Force canteens consisted of a con- 
siderable amount of stock as well as 
cash, At the conclusion of the war, the 
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full price was not realised owing to de- 
terioration arising from the goods being 
stored in the open and the enormous mass 
of stock thrown suddenly upon the market 
at the close of the campaign. In round 
figures, the following sums have been 
distributed out of the profits of the Field 
Force canteens— 


£ | 
Leaving grants to regiments - 111,000 
3uilding Soldiers’ Institute, 
Pretoria - - - 40,000 


Working Capital, South African 
Garrison Institutes - - 
Building officers’ clubs, etc. — - 


70,000 
33,000 


Total - 


There still remains an amount of the 
most unsaleable portion of the Field 
Force canteen stock, valued, with a heavy 
reduction for deterioration, at £533,000. 
Whatever sum may be realised out of 
this has been placed at the disposal of 
the General Officer Commanding South 
Africa, to be expended for the benefit of 
the soldier, in the establishment of 
dairies, laundries, etc., and in the better 
equipment of recreation rooms, The 
canteens in South Africa are now run in 
connection with the South African Garri- 
son Institutes, the headquarters of which 
are in Pretoria, and the profits are ap- 
plied for the benefit of the troops in 
South Africa. The institutes are man- 
azed by a Board of Directors, composed 
of officers, one of whom is appointed 
managing director. The board is assisted 
by a general manager and a chief ac- 
countant, who are civilians. The re- 
mainder of the staff ave civilians, as 
serving solders are not permitted to be 
employed in canteens. The accounts are 
aidited by a chuirtered accountant. 
There is no War Office audit and the full 
responsibility for the management of the 
institutes rests with the ‘:eneral Officer 
Commanding, as is the case in this coun- 
try and in the Colonies. 


War Office Payments to the British South 
Africa. Company for the Rhodesian 
Pield Force. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War ii he can state 
what was the tutal of sums paid by the 
War Office on account of expenditures 
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ineurred by the Chartered Company 
during the South African War, in r ‘spect 
of the field force which operated from 
Beira; how many men that foree com- 
prised ; and whether detailed vouchers of 
all expenditures have been called for and 
received by the War Office. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The total 
paid by the War Office to the British 
South Africa Company on account of 
expenditure for the Rhodesian Field 
Force was £1.681,618. The number com- 
prised in that force was about 5,490 
otiicers and men. Detailed vouchers of 
all expenditure were received from the 
company. 


South African War Contractors. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: T beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, as a 
result of the statement put in before the 
toyal Commission on the 
African War, respecting comp!aiuts of 
stores on arrival, as set forth at pp. 
250-253 of the appendices to the Report, 
any firm or firms of contractors were 
struck off the War Office lists of con- 
tractors. and, if so, which. 


South 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The reply 
is in the negative. 


Destruction of Milford Haven Fort Guns. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen, 
W.): [ beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that several 
nine-inch R.M.L. guns weighing about 
twelve tons each, lying at Stack and 
Popton Forts, Milford Haven, have been 
thrown into the sea; that for a con- 
siderable time during the last training 
the Carmarthen Roya! Garrison Artillery 
Militia were employed in disposing of 
these guns in th's way ; if so, will he say 
whether it is proposed to employ them 
during the coming training in similar 
work and to destroy more guns of this 
description ; and whether the guns can- 
not be used or disposed of in some useful 
way. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In con- 
nection with the rearmament of the Mi- 
ford Haven forts certain obsolete guns 
carriages, and mountings had to be dis- 
posed of. The contractors who bought 
the carriages, ete., would not buy the 
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guns ; 
cost of removal were thrown into the sea. 
As the Regular garrison artillery were 
already fully employed on the work of 
rearmament the General Officer Com- 
manding decided to employ the Militia 
garrison artillery in the work of di-- 
mounting these guns; such a task would 
form part of their legitimite training. 
Endeavours are always made to dispose 
of guns locally by sale, but if this cannot 
be effected they must be disposed of in 
the cheapest manner. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: Are the men 


to be thus employed again this year ? 


Me. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The dis- 
mantling of guns is a@ very important 


part of their training. 


Essex Regiment—Case of Major Nason. 
Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 


ford): IT beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware 
that Major Nason, Essex Regimen‘, 
has been detained at Wellington, 


Madras, although compulsorily retired 
by age on March 8th; and whether, 
seeing that he has offered to make 
himself liable for all accounts during 
the time he was in command, he will 
explain why, under these circumstances. 
he is not allowed to come home. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: T am not 
acquainted with the circumstances 
alluded to. This matter is one which 
concerns the Indian Government, and 
the Question should be addressed to my 
right hon. friend, who, I understand, is 
inaking inquiries. 


2nd Battalion Essex Regiment. 

Sir CARNE RASCH: [beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will explain why the 2nd Essex, which 
was to have returned home this trooping 
season, has been countermanded, seeing 
that this battalion has recently served 
seventeen years abroad, as against three 
at home. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: This 
battalion went abroad in April, 1904, for 
a short tour of service, which under 
ordinary circumstances would have 
lasted until the spring of 1907. When it 
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was resolved to 
battalions in the 
was iacluded in 


reduce the number of 
Colonies this battalion 
the number to come 
home in 1995-6. These reductions have 
not proceeded as rapidly as was at one 
time expected, and have necessitate] 
the countermanding of the orders for the 
2nd Essex to come home. 


Dublin University Military Education for 
Army Candidates. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of Staite for 
War whether he is aware that the War 
Office authorities have been in com- 
munication with those of the University 
of Dublin as to the provisio. of military 
education for Army candidates, and that 


the persons appointed by the University 
authorities to give this instruction 


(including strateyy and tactics) are all 
civilians; and whether the War Office 
authorities are satisfied with this arrange- 
ment. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Rezula- 
tions have recently been approved by 
which University candidates can obtain 
Commissions in the Army. So long as 
these ecandilates fulfil the conditions 
imposed by these regulations the War 
Office does not interfere with details 
such as the selection of lecturers and 
instructors. But the War Office is 
always ready to advise on these matters 
when the Universities desire assistance. 


Army Act. 

*Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby): [ beg to ask the Secretarv of 
State for War whether arrangemeais can 
be made for the issue of the Armv Act, 
revised to L904, to Members of this House 
who may wish to have copies. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTSR: 
the Army Act revised to 1904 were sent 
to the librarv last Further 
copies were sent to the library this session 
for the debate o1 the Army Annual Bill, 
and some additional copies were sent 
yesterday. I hope this supply will meet 
the requirement of Members. The Act is 
on sale and copies nay be purchased. 


Copies of 


Session, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: not 
the House order the Paper, and has not 
every Member a right to a copy ? 


Does 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Act is 


not issued as a Parliamentary Paper. 
An HON. MEMBER: It ought to be. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I think not. 


Army Rifles. 

Capratxy NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether, seeing that orders 
have been placed for 222,000 short rifles, 
of which 158,000 are already manu- 
factured, and that the programme for the 
year only provides for the supply of rifles 
for the mounted troops, he can state the 
number of rifles required for the latter, 
and how the surplus rifles are to be dis- 
posed of: and can he give the number 
of rifles in stock for dismounte: troops, 


*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BromMLry 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): The 
number of short rifles at present ordered 
for land service, exclusive of India, is 
165,000. The number required to arm 
the mounted troops and to replace car- 
bines with other units is 150,000, in 
addition to which the necessary reserves 
are required. The stock of long rifles 's 
sufficient to arm all dismounted troops 
armed with rifles. 


Carrain NORTON: Cannot the lion. 
Gentleman give me the number in stock ? 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: It is 
not deemed desirable to publish the 
number in reserve. 


Army Boot Contracts—Northampton 
Strike. 

Mr. CHANNING $ (Northamptoushire, 
KE.) : [beg to as! the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the strike 
now going onin Northamptonshire among 
the Army boot operatives is due to the 
setting aside by certain contracting firms 
of the statement of wages agreed to by 
representatives of the manufacturers and 
of the Boot and Shoe Operatives Union ; 
and that it is alleged on the part of the 
union that the statement of wages thus 
agreed to and submitted to the War 
Office represents a reduction of from 7 to 
13 per cent. on the corresponding pay- 
ments accepted as current after the close 
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of the war under previous contracts; that 
it is alleged on behalf of the union that 
cettain firms who have obtained contracts 
this year have been giving out or offering 
the work at prices representing a loss to 
the worker ranging from 353d. and 53d, 
per pair of boots to 7#d. and 10d. as 
compared with the corresponding prices 
agreed to in the statement: and that 
ankle Blucher Army boots have been 
given out by one of these firms to women 
for closing at ls. per dozen, whereas the 
statement price for this operation is 2s. 64. 
and whether this represents an average 
wage to these women of 6s. a week instead 
of 15s. a week; and whether, having 
regard to the undertaking of the secretary 
of the trade union to make good these 
allegations if an inquiry is held, he will 
forthwith direct an inquiry to be mad 
into them; and, if the facts are established, 
take steps to enforce the fair wage 
clause of the Government contracts. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Th 
War Department is aware of the facts 
and allegations referred to in the hon 
Member’s Question. The duty of the 
Department, however, in matters relating 
to wages is limited to securing the strict 
observance of the Wages Resolution, which 
is incorporated in all its contracts, and 
stipulates that the wages paid shall be 
those generally accepted as current in each 
trade for competent workmen the 
district where the work is carried out. 
So far as concern the men who are 
strike, it would appear to be impossible 
for the Department to insist upon a par- 
ticular rate being fixed as current at a 
moment when such a rate is precisely the 
matter in dispute. With reference to the 
latter portion of the hon. Member's Ques- 
tion, in which he indicates what appears 
to be the payment of a very low rate of 
wage in a particular case, if he will kindly 
furnish me or cause me to be furnished 
with the necessary information, I will at 
once cause an iInqu'ry to be made with 
a view to ascertaining whether any action 
can properly be taken in accordance with 
the terms of the current rate clause of 
the contract. 


ill 


on 


Mr. CHANNING: Am I to understand 
that if proper representations—giving 
names and prices, are made to the Wer 
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Office, not merely in respect of these | 


cases but of others in which the wages 
are said to be below the current standard, 
the hon. Gentleman will cause inquiry to 
be made ? 


*\ir. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: 
(Certainly, if there is any reason to 
suppose that the wages are below the 


rates accepted as current in the district. | 
and [rish Bars respectively. 


Mr. CHANNING: Will the 
Gentleman give special attention to the 
fact that the trades union guarantee 
the accuracy of the figures they have 
given ? 

Me. GEORGE 


WHITE (Norfolk, 


hon. | 
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Indian Judicial and Legal Appointments. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he can state in how many 
instances appointments to judicial and 
other legal offices in India have becn, 
since the Ist of January, 1902, made of 
eindidates from home; and in how miny 
of those instances the appointees have 
been members of the English, Scotch, 


Eart PERCY: Three such appoint- 
ments of candidates from home have 
been made since the date mentioned— 


| two to Judgeships of Indian High Couris, 


N.W.): Is it not a fact that a statement | 


of wages is agreed upon and that the 
contracts are based on it, so that it is 
easy to find out on what basis of wages 
the contracts are taken ? 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Tf 
that statement were accepted throughout 
t.e district as the current rate the War 
Department would be bound by it. But 
we are not at present in a position to say 
that it is so accepted. 


Russian Import Duties on Indian Tea. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the Russian import duties on 
Indian tea have been raised in the past 
few years; if so, when were they raised ; 
whether any reason was assigned by the 
Russian Government for raising them; 
and whether any négotiations have ta‘en 
place on the subject. 


Tur UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy. 
Kens ngton, 8.): My right hon. friend has 
asked m> to answer this. The duties 


were raised in September, 1903, so far as | 


the European frontiers and Black Sea 


ports were concerned, but not as regards | 


imports through Dalny and Vladivostock, 
through which route the trade immedi- 
ately showed a considerable expansion. 
It was understood that the step was a 
protest against the action taken by His 
Majesty’s Government to give effect to 
the Brussels Sugar Conventioi. As 


rezards the last part of the Question, the | 
| Royal Naval Reserve men, 


Answer is in the negative. 
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and one to the post of Legal Member of 
the Governor-General’s Council. Of the 
three gentlemen appointed two have 
been members of the English and one 
of the Irish Bar. 


Nautical Assessors—Age Retirement 
Regulations. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department how many nautical 
‘Ssessors are there appointed for service 
during the present year; how many of 
them are over sixty, seventy, and seventy- 
five years of age respectively; how many 
were appointed when over the ages of 
sixty, seventy, and seventy-five respec- 
tively; and how many belong, or have 
belonged, to the naval service and the 
merchant service respectively. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKErs- 
Douctas, Kent, St. Angustine’s): There 
are thirty-two nautical assessors ap- 
pointed for service during the present 
year. Twenty of them are over sixty 
years of age, while seven are over seventy 
and one is over seventy-five. At the 
quinquennial revision of the list, which 
took place at the end of last year, nineteen 
assessors who were over sixty, including 
seven over seventy and one over seventy- 
five, received reappointment. These 
had all been on the list before, some of 
thein fora number of vears. One assessor 
over sixty was newly appointed last 
month. Nineteen assessors have belonged 
to the merchant service and five to the 
Navy. Several assessors who have 
belonged to the merchant service are also 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: There is one 
gentleman over seventy-five, At what 
ase was he appointed? Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman say how many were 
appointed when over the age of sixty ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I think my 
Answer covers that. Some of them had 
been appointed for a number of years 
and they grew up to these ages in the 
Service, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
right hon, Gentleman propose to take any 
steps to deplete the list of these senile 
assessors 4 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: It has been 
recently decided that on the next and all 
subsequent revisions, all assessors over 
sixty-five will be retired; and that no 
one who is sixty-five years of age, or 
older, will in future be eligible. 


Licensing Rules—-Meetings of 
Compensation Authorities. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department 
whether, under the licensing rules, the 
compensation authority is empowered to 
exclude the Press from the preliminary 
meeting at which the compensation 
authority has under consideration the 
report of the renewal authorities as to 
I cences not required in ther d stricts. 


*Mr. AK ERS-DOUGLAS: Rule No. 12 
provides that no person shall have a 
righ to be present at the preliminary 
meeting, other than t!e members of the 
compensat.on authority and repre- 
sentatives of the renewal authority, 
unless authorised by the compensation 
authority to attend. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES: Can _ they 
author'se the presence of the Press and 
the public if they think fit to do so? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The Secre- 
tary of State is required by Section 6 of 
the Act to provide for consultation with 
the renewal athorities as to their 
reports, and the rule quoted was 
drawn for that purpose. There 1; a 
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consultati n and public hearing, which is 
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required by Section 1 (2) of the Act, 
and provided for by Rules 14 to 20; and 
it appears to he proper thit the 
consultation should be held under such 
conditions as the authorities concerned 
think right. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES: Then may they 
admit the Press ? 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I conclude 
if they desire they can do so. 


Irish Swine—Restrictions on Importation 
into England. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether, before imposing 
restrictions on the importation of Irish 
swine into England, his Department had 
communications with the Trish Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; whether the latter 
made any protest against, or objection 
to, the proposed action of the English 
Department; whether he is in communi- 
cation with the Irish Department to 
ascertain when swine fever may have so 
abated as to allow of the rescission of 
the existing Order; and whether he can 
hold out now any hope for a change in 
the Order at a near date. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or ,rHE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Artwyn Fe. 
LOWES, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey): The 
Answer to the first two inquiries is in 
the affirmative. With regard to the 
third and fourth, I moy say that we 
from the Irish Department 
weekly returns of the number of out- 
breaks of swine fever in Ireland, but, in 
the absence of any general restrictions on 
the movement of swine in Ireland, I 
cannot hold out any hope of the re- 
laxation of the Order at present. 


receive 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) asked 
whether the members appointed under the 
Board of Agriculture Act considered this 
Order before it was issued 2 


*VIr, AILWYN FELLOWES: The 
Order was issued «after full communi- 
cation with the Irish Department. 


Mr. FLAVIN : But did the Committee 
appointed under the Act in England ever 
mect to consider it, and if so, when ? 
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*Mr. AILWYN FELLOWES: The 
whole question was considered by the 
Board of Agriculture. 

Mr. FLAVIN: Where ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


London Unemployed Relief Expenditure. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local 
(Government Board, in regard to 


the Unemployed Relief Expenditure, 
Lonton, whether any of the borough 
councils adopted the suggestion of his 
predecessor to aid the fund out of the 
rates ; and, if not, does he still propose to 
include in the forthcoming measure rate- 
aid for the relief of the unemployed. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLtp 
BaLrour, Leeds, Central): I understand 
that none of the borough councils have 
contributed towards the funds of the 
Central Unemployed Committee, and 
that no application has been made to 
them by the Committee for this purpose. 
I cannot undertake to state beforehand 
what may be the proposals in the measure 
referred to in the Question. 


Outbreak of Smallpox on the ss. ‘‘ Nile.” 
Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : I beg 


to ask the Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ment Board is he aware that the port sani- 
tary authorities at Sout hampton had their 
attention called on or about March 18th 
last, on the arrival of the ss. “‘ Nile” at 
that port, to a case of smallpox on board 
that vessel; that the pxtient died on that 
dae; that the port sanitary authorities 
allowed two men named P. Dalton and 
P. Smith to go to their destination in the 
rural district of Mullingar, county West- 
ineath, after being in contact with this 
cise of smallpox; and that the district 
authorities were unable to trace these men 
until the 31st ult mo, when it was dis- 
covered that one of them (Smith) was 
suffering fom smallpox in the town of 
Mullingar; whether, in wew of the 
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expense the rural council of Mullingar | 
have been put to in this matter and the | 


danger to the public health, he can state | 


why these men were not quarantined for 


fourteen or sixteen days before being | 


allowed to proceed to their destination ; | 
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and whether he proposes to censure the 
port sanitary authorities at Southampton 
for their action in this matter. 


Que-tions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The medi- 
cal officer of health at Southampton 
reports that the ‘* Nile” arrived there on 
March 18th with a case of smallpox on 
board and that the patient died as the 
vessel was entering the port. Ihaveno 
information as to the two men referred to 
in the Question, but the medical officer 
states that notification was given to the 
medical officer of healthof every district to 
which any of the passengers or crew were 
proceeding. Iam, however, sending acopy 
of the Question to the town council and 
amasking for a detziled report of the 
facts as to smallpox in relation to this 
vessel together with an account of the 
measures adopted for preventing the 
spread of the disease on board and else- 
where. I may add that there would be 
no power to detain any of the passengers 
or crew Who were not actually suffering 
from the disease. 


Mr. HAYDEN: Is there no power in 
England to detain persons who have been 
in contact with cases of smallpox? My 
information is that the Irish authorities 
have done it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There is 


no such power in England at all events. 


Foreigners and British Pilotage 
Certificates. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he will give the number of 
foreigners at present holding British 
pilotage certificates, also the number of 
such certificates granted by the Board oi 
Trade after local pilotage authorities had 
refused to grant them, on the grounds of 
local and national inexpediency. 


PARLIAMENTARY 
To THE BOARD or 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 
friars): The number of foreigners 
holding British pilotage certificates ac- 
cording to information obtained in 1902 
was seventy-three, and the present num- 
ber is estimated to be somewhat larger. 
Two certificates have been granted by the 
Board of Trade to foreigners i: the 
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circumstances stated by the hon. Member, 
but of these one is no lonzer in force. 


Questions. 


Civil Service— Assistant Clerks. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he is aware that a 
number of assistant clerks (new class) 
have received no benefit whatever from 
the slightly improved scale of salary 
granted by the Treasury two years ago, 
and that these officers are thus in receipt 
of a salary £10 a vear less than that 
allowable to new entrants after the sam» 
amount of service; and whether he wi'l 
tuke steps to have the o‘licers in question 
placed on an equal footing as regards 
salary wth junior members of their class, 
and if any compensation is proposed to 
be given them for the loss they have 
already sustained. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): | am unable to 
give retrospoct've effect to the concession 
granted in 1902. The offic-rs to whom 
the hon. Member refers, though they may 
not have benefited by the concession, 
sustained no loss whatever thereby. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Will the hon. 
Gentleman look into the Order in Council? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH asked tht 
any further Question should be given 
notice of. 


Prudhoe School. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Board cf Education whether the Board 
intend to pass the revised plans for altera- 
tions to Prudhoe School forwarded to the 
Board on February 22:d; whether he is 
aware of the urgency of the cas*, and 
that the conditioi of the school hes been 
condemted by ih» Government inspector, 
and na Report of the Local Government 


Board, as well as by the various 
Northumberland authorit es. 
Tar PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 


TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(sir WiLLiam Anson, Oxford University) : 
The p'ans have now been approved; | 
am sorry for the delay, which has, how- 
ever bren unavoidab!- 
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London Education Expenditure. 

Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
if he will state the amount of the 
additional rate incurred to date in the 
administration of the London Education 
Act, 1803; and whether he can at present 
give any estimate of the total addition 
to the rates which that measure involves 
to the Metropo'is. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: The hon, 
Member is, I think, in a much better 
position than [ am to make an estimate 
of the addition (if any) to the rates which 
the London Educaticn Act involves. 
The Board have no information on the 
subject. 


Durness Parish Council—Dispute with 
Medical Officer. 

Mr, CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland): I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether he is aware that the 
lecal expenses recently incurred by the 
Durness Parish Council by their litigation 
with the parish medical officer have been 
put upon the parish rates; and whethcr, 
seeing that those ratepayers who jointly 
pay more than two-thirds of the parish 
rates protested against the action of the 
chairman and two members of the parish 
council which led to these legal expenses 
being incurred, he will say whether the 
Local Government Board for Scotland 
have sanctioned the placing of these 
legal expenses upon the parish rates, and, 
if so, under what heading. 


*THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): I am 
informed that the Local Government 
Board have not sanctioned the expenses 
referred to bemg put upon the pari h 
rates. 


Valuation Bill for Ireland. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I begto ask Mr. Attorney-Gener.1 


for Ireland whether he proposes to intro- 
duce a Bill this vear dealing with the 
question of valuition in Ireland ; and, if 
so, whether he intends to g.ve effect to 
the ree »mmen lations of last year’s Select 
Committee on Irish Valuation. 


THe ATTORNEY -GENERAIL ror 


_TRELAND (Mr. Ark1xson, Londonderry, 
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N.): 
dealing with a portion of the machinery 
of valuation in Ireland. T must decline 
to state its contents before its introduc- 
tion. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman answer the latter 
part of the (uestion ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: 
that. 


My Answer covers 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: 
the Bill likely to be brought in ? 


When is 


Mr. 
shortly. 


ATKINSON: I hope very 


Ir sh National Education—Mr. Strong's 
Duties. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland what were the special 
duties on which Mr. Strong, senior in- 
spector under the Commissioners of 
National Education in Ireland, was 
engaged in the year 1903; and what is 
the exact position that this official oc- 
cup‘es at present. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. Watrer 
Lona): Mr. Strong has been employed 
at the central office upon special duties 
connected with the triennial grants of 
increment and the promotion of teachers 
under the new scheme. When not so 
employed, he still acts as senior in- 
spector. 


Training in Elementary Science for Irish 


eachers. 
Mr. MURPHY: 1 beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


of Treland if he can state what action the 
Commissioners of National Education 
propose to take to supply the deficiency 
in the supply of expert instructors of 
science as pointed out by Mr. Connoily, 
inspector of the Killarney circuit, and 
several other inspectors of the Com- 
missioners, 


Mr. ATKINSON: It hasalready been 
stated that the Head Organiser and two 


assistants will permanently continue the | 


training of teachers in elementary science, 


and that arrangements have been made | 
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| schools. 
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for similar training at local technical 
Instruction for King‘s scholars 
is provided for in the training colleges. 


Questions. 


Wynn Estate, County Kerry. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that negotiations for the purchase 
of the Wynn Estate, Glenbeigh, county 
Kerry, were opened between the land- 
lord’s representatives and the tenants 
last summer; that it was decided by both 
parties that the sale should be conducted 
through the Congested Districts Board; 
that the negotiat ons have fallen through 
Lecause of the interpretation put by the 
Hoard on Section 44 of the Land Act o? 
1903; and can he state whether the 
Soard are entitled, after purchase from 
the owner of a congested estate, to sall 
to the tenants at a loss not exceeding 10 
per cent. 


Mr. ATKINSON: This estate has not 
been offered for sale to the Congested 
Districts Board. The section quoted 
does not apply to the operations of the 
Board, who in dealing with an estate 
may incur any loss which they may con- 
sider necessary. 


Clifden Union Relief Works. 

*Mr. O'MALLEY (Galway, Conne- 
mara): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Licutenant of Ireland if he is 
aware that, in the Clifden Union, many 
of those destitute persons who are offered 
one shilling per day on the relief works 
have to walk several miles to those 
works, and thet, in the eise of Turbot 
Tsland, such persons are invited to come 
by boat to the mainland to obtain em- 
ployment ; and whether, in view of thes : 
facts and of the inadequacy of the 
measures adopted for the relief of exc :p- 
tional distress, he will take some step; 
by which the remuneration will be ‘n- 
creased, and the burden upon the poor 
ratepayers lightened. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The guardians 
selected the most central situations for 
relief works. It would obviously be 
impossible to establish works adjacent to 
the residence of every person requiring 
relief. In the case of Turbot Island the 
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namcs of three persons only were sub- 
mitted for employment. It is not in- 
tended to increase the remuneration of 
the persons employed, or to enlarge the 
Government contribution «f 75 per cent. 
towards the expenses of the works, 


*Mr. O'MALLEY: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware some of these men 
have to walk seven or eight miles to the 
relief works 2 


Mr. ATKINSON: Yes. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, F.): When will 
the Works bill be brought in so that we 
may have a discussion on the subject. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I hope soon after 
Easter. 


Galway Relief Works. 

*Mr. O'MALLEY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
drawn to the resolution passed by the | 
Galway County Council requesting the | 
Local Government Board to make an 
Order putting Section 13 of The Local 
Government Act, 188, into operation in 
the electoral divisions of K:leummin, 
Killanin, and Sellerna, for the purpose of 
relieving exceptional distress; whether | 
he is aware that the Local Government | 
Board notified to the guardians that | 
they would be prepared to make the 
Order sought for on 3rd April, but 
subsequently declared that they would 
only contribute 50 per cent. of the cost 
of such works; and whether, in view of | 
the fact that in the neighbouring union 
of Oughterard 75 per cent. of the cost is 
defrayed by the Government, he will take | 
the necessary steps to see that on all) 
these relief works the Government will | 
make itself responsible for the 75 per | 
cent. originally promised; and, if not, 
will he state upon what grounds there is 
a differentiation between the Government | 
share of the cost of these works in the | 
districts referred to and the Oughterard | 
district. | 


Mr. ATKINSON: The facts are as | 
stated, save tiiat at no time did the) 
Government promise to contribute 75 per | 
ceut. of the relief expenditure in Galway 
union. The Government contributions 


(COMMONS} 


| Ossorv) : 


‘will be considered 


Questions. 76 


are fixed according to the ability of each 
Union to bear the cost of relief measures, 
The valuation per head of the population 
in the Galway and Oughterard Unions 
is £1 17s, 7d. and 18s. Od. respectively. 


Newmarket (Cork) National School 
Rule (127 b.) 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
Mr. J. D. Lynam, national school 
inspector, lately visited Newmarket 
(county Cork) male national school, and 
reported that he found the Rule 127 (b) 


| broken by the enrolment of two children 
of under eight years of age on the 28th 


March, and that the teacher acted under 
the written directions of the manager; 
and, in view of his statement in this 
House in respect to postponement or 
possible withdrawal of said rule, he will 
say on whose authority Inspector Lynam 
made this report. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The report of the 


Inspector, who is unwell and on leave of 


absence, has not yet been received. 
When he resumes duty the matter wil! 
be inquired into. 


Adair Estate. Queens County, 

Thomas Flanaghan’s Claim. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
; [ beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether a claim for reinstatement has 
been received from Thomas Flanaghan, 
Clonaghadoe, who was evicted in 1884 
from a holding on the Adair Estate, near 
Mountmellick, Queen’s County ; and, in 
view of the fact that the Estates Com- 
missioners are at present in treaty for the 
purchase ofthe portion of the estate at 
present onthe landlord’s hands, can he 
say if Flanaghan’s claim shall be con- 
sidered, more particularly as the planter 
in occupation cf Flanaghan’s farm has 
come into possession since January Ist, 
1901. 


Mn. ATKINSON : The estate in ques- 
tion has not come before the Cominis- 
sioners. An application for reinstatement 
has been received from Flanaghan, and 
when opportunity 
arises, 
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Birr, King’s County, Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant oi Ireland whether he 
can state the number of applications for 
reinstatement received by the Estates 
(Commissioners from evicted tenants in 
Birr Division, King’s County; and how 
many have been restored to their old 
holdings or provided with equivalent 
farms elsewhere. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Statistics by Parlia- 
mentary constituences are not available. 
Twenty-one applications have been re- 
ceived from evicted tenants in the Birr 
Poor Law Union, and, so far as the Com- 
missioners are aware, none of these have 
been reinstated or otherwise provided 
with holdings. 


and Bandon Estates, 
Bantry. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 


Bird, Beamish, 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland 


what were the adjusted rents on the 
3ird, Beamish, and Bandon Estates, 
near Bantry, respectively, and poor, 
valuations at the date sale to the 
Congested Districts Board; what ar- 
rears were due of the tenants at that 
date, the number of non-judicial and 
second-term tenants of these estates : at 
what price each of these estates were 
purchased by the Congested Districts 
Board ; and, seeing that a number of the 
holders on these estates are fishermen, 
and the fishing season will be in full 
swing about the middle of July, whether 
he will send an inspector from the Con- 
gested Districts Board to said estates at 
once to carry out the squaring of 
boundaries and general improvements. 


; 
Ot 


Mr. ATKINSON: To reply fully to 
this Question would necessitate reading 
out a long tabular statement. It will be 
more convenient, therefore, to furnish a 
printed reply with the Votes, and, with 
the hon. Member’s permission, I will 
adopt that course. 


White Estate, Bantry. 
Mr. GILHOOLY: LI beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Jreland whether he is aware that Mr. | 
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Lane, who was appointed inspector on the 
White Estate, near Bantry, is a member 
of the firm of solicitors who had the 
carriage of sale of said estate ; and, if so, 
is the appointment in accordance with 
precedent, 


Mr. Lane was not 
appointed inspector on this estate. 
Messrs. Guest, Lane & Co. were the 
solicitors having carriage of sale, but they 
were inno sense appointed by the Com- 


Mr. ATKINSON: 


missioners. 


Mr. GILHOOLY : Iam informed Mr. 
Lane was the only person seen at the time 
of the inspection. 


Kilmallock Labourers’ Cottage Scheme. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland has the Local 
Government Board inspector who, some 
time last autumn, sat in Kilmallock, 
county Limerick, for the hearing of cases 
in the present scheme for the building of 
labourers’ cottages yet given his decision ; 


‘and, if so, how many has he recommended 


for building; will he say, in case the re- 
commendations have been made, how 
many altogether, including these and all 
the other cottages previously built under 
the Labourers Acts, can be numbered for 
the union of Kilmallock ; how many in a 
similar way all toldfor the Tipperary No. 
2 Distriet Council and Tipperary Union ; 
how many jor No.2 Mitehelstown Dis- 
trict Council and Mitchelstown Union; 
how many for Croom Union; and how 
many lor Limerick Union. 


ATKINSON : The Board’s in- 
spector has reported in favour of the 
building of 125 additional cottages in th> 
Kilmatlock rural district. This will bring 
the total number of cottages in the Kil- 
malloek Union to 990. The number of 
cottages already built, or being built, in 
Tipperary Union is 436, of which 129 are 
situated in Tipperary No. 2 rural district ; 
the number ior Mitchelstown Union is 
258, of which 102 are situated in Mitchels- 
town No. 2 rural district; the number 
for Croom Union is 281, and for Limerick 
Union 593. 


XT 
JiR, 
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Seed Potato Loans- Manorhamilton 
Board of Guardians’ Request. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Manorhamilton Board of 
Guardians requested the Local Govern- 
ment Board to sanction an additional 
loan for the purchase of seed potatoes, 
and that the Local Government Board 
refused to give their sanction; and that 
the Bill recently introduced dealing with 
distress in Ireland gives power to the 
Local Government Board to sanction 
loans up to the Ist September, 1905; and, 
ifso, in view of the hardship and loss 
that will result from the refusal of the 
Local Government Board to sanction the 
loan, will he direct that Board to recon- 
sider its decision. 


Mr. ATKINSON: By public notice 
issued on 12th December last, the 15th 
February was fixed as the latest date for 
receiving applications for loans, and this 
date was subsequently extended to 11th 
March. The guardians, therefore, re- 
ceived ample notice. Their application 
for a supplemental loan was a fortnight 
late. It is not intended to entertain 
further applications. 


The Civil Service—Case of Mr. Follet 
Jones. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH : [ beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that Mr. 
Follet Jones, of 7, Clarinda Park, Kings- 
town, county Dublin, an official employed 
in the office of the registrar of petty 
ses ions clerks, Dublin Cast'e, acts as 
agent on the estate of Mr. Colville Jones, 
near Grange, county Sligo; if so, is. it 
consistent with Mr. Follet Jones’s duty 
as a Civil servant to act as a land agent ; 
and can he say how many days Mr. Jones 
was absent from his duty in May and 
November last in connection with the 
discharge of h's functions as land agent. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Answer to the 
first inquiry is in the affirmative. Mr. 
Follet Jones is brother to the owner of 
this property, and a younger son, I be- 
lieve, of the late owner ; and he himself 
has a family charge upon the property. 
Mr. Jones acts as‘agent over this family 


property during his ordinary leave of 
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absence. He was absent from duty in 
this connection for four days in Novem- 
ber last, but not at all in May last. There 
is nothing in Mr. Jones’s action which 
contravenes the rules under which he 
Serves. 


Dickson Estate, County Leitrim. 

Mr. P. A. MCHUGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware tht 
congestion of an exceptional character 
prevails on the Dickson Estate, at 
Tawley, in the county of Leitrim, and that 
twenty-seven occupiers of agricultural 
holdings in Tawley occupy holdings th» 
annual valuations of which are £1 or 
under; and whether, in view of th: 
tracts of grazing lands adjoining thes) 
holdings and of the intention of Parlis- 
ment in passing the Land Act of 1903, 
any effort will be made by the Irish 
Government to have the farms of thos: 
tenants enlarged and improved. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Proceedings ii 
regard to this estate are being taken 
under the 40th Section of the Act of 
1896, and any application in the matter 
by the parties interested should be 
addressed to the Land Judge. 


Colville Jones Estate, County Sligo. 

Mr. P. A. McHUGH: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
several tenants on the Colville Jones 
Kstate, near Grange, county Sligo, who 
paid each a year’s rent in November last 
and served notice to have their rents 
revised in the Land Courts, are now 
being proceeded against, some for the 
hanging gale and some for arrears which 
have been running on for ten or fifteen 
years; and whether, in view of the 
poverty of these tenants, and of the fact 
that they occupy small patches of land 
in a congested area, and of the distress 
prevailing on this estate at the present 
time, he can take steps to prevent the 
execution of decrees that may be obtained 
against tenants who have paid a year's 
rent within the past twelve months. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have no informa- 
tion on this subject. The matter is 
not one in which the Executive could 
interfere. 
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County Longford Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether in the case 
of the sales of the tenants’ interests in 
grazing farms in county Longford, which 
had been previously purchased under 
the Ashbourne Act, the Estates Commis- 
sioners have power to buy in such 
farms; and, if not, whether, seeing that, 
owing to the scarcity of untenanted 
land in the county, these farms offer 
almost the only chance that will arise 
for providing new or equivalent holdings 
for the evicted tenants, eighty-six of 
whose applications are on the books of 
the Estates Commissioners, he will pro- 
pose any legislation to extend the Land 
Act of 1903 so as to include these farms 
as farms that can be bought by the 
E tates Commissioners for this purpose. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Estates Com- 
missioners have no power to make 
alvances for the purchase from peasant 
proprietors 0: the holdings purchased by 
the latter until the purchise annuities 
charged on the holdings have been paid 
or redeemed. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: When are these 
evicted tenants going to get back to the 
land ? 


Mr. ATKINSON was understood to 
say he hoped there wou'd be no long 
delay. 


Labourers Acts—Unexpended Balances. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of [reland will he lay upon the Table 
of the House a Return for th» various 
counties of Treland of the amount of 
unexpended balances of the Exchequer 
grant where the apportioned sums have 
not been utilised; and is he prepared to 
introduce at anv future time legislation 
to enable district councils, where the 
shilling in the pound on the valuation 
shall have been expended, to add the 
second half acre to the one already 
occupied by the labourers. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The information 
asked for in the first part of the Question 
will bo found on page 264 of the Annual 


Report of the Local Government Board | 
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for 1903-4. Having regard to the many 
other charges falling on the poor rates, 
it is not considered desirable to increase 
the existing rating power for the pur- 
poses of the Labourers Acts. 


ee 

Untenanted Lands in County Limerick. 

Mr. LUNDON: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland what progress has been 
made within the past four months in 
the sale of the untenanted lands of the 
Synans in Carnane Fedamore, county 
Limerick: have the solicitors having 
carriage of sale, or the incumbrancers, 
made any offer through the Chancers 
Court to sell to the Estates Commis: 
sioners for the division of the lands to 
the people in the congested area around, 
or, pending such, 1s the receiver making 
preparation to let the lands for meadow- 
ing purposes to those who want meadow- 
ing in the immediate vicinity. 


Mer. ATKINSON: This estate has not 
been offered for sale to the Estates Com- 
missioners. I am informed that the 
peiition for sale was only received by the 
Land Judge in February last, and that 
the Conditional Order for sale has not 
yet been made absolute. The untenanted 
land referred to in the last part of the 
Question has been let for the present 
season. 


County Antrim and Belfast Crown 
Solicitorships. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 
proposed to amalgamate the offices of 
Crown Solicitor for county Antrim and 
Crown Solicitor for Belfast; and, if 
so, what economies will be effected 
thereby. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The question of 
amalgamating these offices is under con- 
sideration; and, until it is decided, the 
latter inquiry cannot be answered. 


Belfast Courthouse. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to a resolution passed by 
the Belfist Merchants’ and Manufie- 
turers’ Association at their meeting on 
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March 30th, with reference to the condi- 
tion of the Belfast Courthouse ; and, if 
so, will he say what action he proposes 
to take to arry out the alterations and 
improvements demanded by the Judges, 
jurors, and all concerned in the adminis- 
tration of the law in Belfast. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I have seen a news- 
paper report of the proceedings at the 
meeting referred to. The question of 
altering and improving the Courthouse is 
one for the local authorities, who are 
bound to make adequate arrangements 
for the administration of justice. 


Government Regulations for Guidance 
of Irish Estates’ Commissioners. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask 

the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland when the regula- 
tions issued by the Irish Government 
for the guidance of the Estates Commis- 
sioners will be laid upon the Table. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I should hope at 
an early date. 


Evicted Tenants Government Instruc- 
tions to the Estates Commissioners. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 

Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether there are now in 
existence any instructions from the Irish 
Government controlling the action of the 
Estates Commissioners in the work of 
reinstating evicted tenants or in any 
other department of their work ; and, if 
so, under what section and sub-section 
of the Act of 1903 they have been issued ; 
and why*have they not been communi- 
cated to the House, 


Mr. ATKINSON: I refer the hon. 
Member to the reply given by my right 
hon. friend to a similar Question on the 
20th Marcht. That reply was to the 
effect that mv right hon. friend the 
Member for Dover had stated on the 20th 
February} that no regulations of the 
character mentioned in Section 23, Sub- 
section 8, of the Act had been made, but 
that communications of a Departmental 
and confidential character had passed 
between him and the Commissioners. 


ebates, cxliii., 466. 
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Mr. DILLON : But do these confiden- 
tial communications control the action of 
the Commissioners in carrying out their 
work, and, if so, why in fulfilment of the 
pledge given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dover are they not 
communicated to the House ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: T have said they 


do not come under that pledge. 
Lo] 


Mr. DILLON: Then I shall raise this 


question at the earliest possible moment, 


British and Irish Taxation Comparisons. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
he will state what percentage proportions 
of revenue derived from direct and in- 
direct taxes respectively bear to the total 
revenue of Ireland and Great Britain 
taken separately. 


~ Tar CHANCELLOR or rHE EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, Wor- 
cestershire, H.): In the financial year 
1903-4—the latest for which the figures 
are available—the proportions of tax 
revenue derived from direct and indirect 
taxes in Great Britain and Ireland re- 
spectively are estimated to have been 
Direct Taxes. Indirect Taxes. 
50°6 per cent. 49-4 per cent. 
27°8 per cent. 72-2 per cent. 


Great Britain 
Ireland 


It must not be inferred from these pro- 
portions that Irishmen contribute more 
either to direct or indirect taxation tha» 
Englishmen or Scotchmen. The amounts 
contributed per head were— 


Direct. Indirect. 

£ S. d. £ Ss. d. 

Great Britain L 3k 4 1 10 7 
Lreland lo 10 bE S38 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): Does that include money 
raised by the Iixchequer on the Local 
Taxation Account ¢ 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think it does. 

Mr. O’MARA: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman consider a system of taxation 
fair under which the Irish people pay 72 
per cent. of indirect taxation ¢ 


Mr§SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


is a matter of opinio., 








Mr 
th 
Ire 
Jas 
Le 


re 
Ir 
in 
ch 








85 Questions. {13 Aprit 1905} Questions. 86 


Tea Duty in England and Ireland. ‘tations have been receivel from that 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask} Board by the Commissioners of Public 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer to state | Works. I understand that the dredger 
the amount of duty actually paid on tea in | referred to is engaged for the whole of 
Ireland during the year ending 31st March | the current year. 
last; how much tea was cleared at 
Jondon or Engiish ports, and what duty; Mp CLANCY: If representations are 
it brought in; and whether, having| made by the Harbour Board will the 
regard to the admitted over-taxation of | dredoer be sent ? 
Ireland, he could sanction a sliding scale | 7 
in Ireland differentiating between the | Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: Of course 
cheaper and dearer qualities of tea. pigs oe ee Sere 
any representitions will be considered, 
but the dredger is engaged for the whole 
| of this year. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
amount of duty paid on tea in Ireland 


during the year ended 31st March last a er 
wis £136,755. The clearances of tea for, Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : 


home consumption and the amount of | Where is the Galway dredger just now ? 
duty collected thereon, for the same | 
period, in London and in other ports and | 
places in England, were as follows:— | 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Galway Mill Stream. 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg to 
|ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


| 
‘learances. Amount of duty | 
collected. 


3. ; 
London . worms ide es | Lieutenant of Ireland what action. has 
Other ports | been taken by the Board of Works 
oad lanes }in connection with the letter addressed 
inEngland. 4,748,179 155,527 ‘| to the Chief Secretary on February 4th, 


, | 1905, by the Galway Millers’ Trustzes, in 
For reasons which I gave in a speech | reference to the record of levels of water 
in this House the day before yesterday, I | for the supply of the Galway mills, and 
do not propose to introduce a sliding| to the leakage of water through the 
sale of tea duties ; nor, considering the} Ferryland embankment. 
general quality of teas used in Ireland, | ; 
does it seem clear that any advantage 
would accrue to that country from so 
doing. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
action taken by the Board of Works was 
| to furnish the Chief Secretary with in- 
| formation as to the statements made by 
nae ee the writer of the letter referred to. These 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 1! RieT aay ic apt 
are , statements were founded upoa misappre- 
bey to ask the Chief Secretary to the Pinan ‘the tee Oe ti uid 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his} son hee tt ee eee 
te ati . i 1; as 1 to 4] ”°| made in the letter of leakage of wat-r 
atten ias been directe 2 con- : 
liti —_ salt : , . pee + “ _ through the Ferryland embankmen . 
dition of Balbriggan Harbour; whether The Board of Works are informed that 
. . | € ue A ‘ 
- Sa ering one - i | slight leakages do take place there, but 
eache aT OTKS > = P . 
Dublin P <l a ‘1 D. k “hes ~ 4 that they have hardly any effect in 
r ( cks Board; : oe se : 
sr ; My nck “i & “os # diminishing the supply of water to the 
ther he ( ( any hope that a : ay = ‘ 
re veri ein ris ’ ‘ mills. The works are not under the 
rover e ‘eage y pe OV € £ ¥ 
ly dat ps . : % e@ at charge of the Board of Works but of the 
aT : nN rove ne ‘ r ° e A . pm 
an early date to prevent the harbour 1 | 7 ough Corrib District Drainage Trustees. 
question from becoming entirely useless | 
owing to the accumulation of mud and | 


sand both in the harbour and at its| Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: Has the 
mouth. | Board of Works any control over these 
| trustees 2 
Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: — This | 
harbour is under the control of the Dublin| Mr. ATKINSON: IT do not think it 
Port and Docks Board, and no represen- | opportune to state the r relations. 


Balbriggan Harbour. 
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Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: But have 
they any power at all ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I answered that on 
a previous occasion. 


New College of Science, Dublin. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, as representing the Board of 
Works, whether any appointment has 
b en made of clerk of works in connec- 
ti.n with the building of the proposed 
College of Science in Dublin; if so, to 
whom has this appointment been given; 
by whom was the appointment made ; 
aid whether such appointment is for a 
portion of the work only. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The only 
appointment of a clerk of works has been 
mi de by the Board of Works in connec- 
tion with a special contract for the 
removal of old buildings from the site of 
the propo-ed college and for the excava- 
tion of its foundations. The name of the 
gentleman appointed is Mr. J. A. Lawrie. 


Mr. NANNETTT: Could not a com- 
petent Irishman have been found ? 


Me. VICTOR CAVENDISH; I under- 
stand they appointed the man who was 
most suitable for the post. 


Mr. NANNETTI: We had a promise 
that employment for Irishmen only would 
be found on this work. 


Overflow of the River Riffey. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he has yet caused any memorial to be 
pr pared for the formation of a drainage 
board for the district of Cam and Clon- 
whelan, in which periodic floodings occur 
owing to the overflow of the River Riffey ; 
and, if not, can he indicate the nature of 
the steps which should now be taken to 
get this board set up. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: I would 
refer the hon. Member to the full Answer 
I gave to his Question on this subject on 


February 28th.f The persons desiring to | 


form a drainage district will be informed 


tT See (4) ebates, cxli., 1490. 
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lof the proper steps to be taken on 
application to the Board of Works. 


Irish Postmasters Private Earnings. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): [beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
if the commission for emigration agency 
paid to postmasters in Ireland is tak n 
into account in fixing the salaries of these 
officials; and, further, will he state what 
would be the average amount received 
for acting as emigration agent, and from 
what source this money is derived. 


Tur POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
STANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton): 
The commission received for emigration 
agencies is not taken into account in 
fixing the salaries of postmasters and sub- 
postmasters in Ireland. T am not aware 
what is the average amount received for 
acting as emigration agent, or from what 
source the money is derived. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: Will the 
noble Lord make inquiry ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No. T do not think 
the hon. Member would like me to inquire 
into the sources of his private income, 
and Ido not see why I should inquire 
into those of other people. 


Irish Provident Assurance Company. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 


whether he is aware that a num- 
ber of policy holders in the Irish 


Provident Assurance Company have been 
refused all information as to the status, 
liabilities, and nature of securities he!d 
by the said company for their protection 
and the discharge of liabilities guaranteed 
by them; whether eny information as to 
the sta’us of this company Is in pos*es- 
sion of the Registrar of Joint Stock 
Companies or Friendly Societies ; and, if 
so, will he cause a Return to be made 
giving such information for the benefit of 
these policy holders. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: IT am not aware 
of the circumstances to which the hon. 
Member refers. Tlie company in question 
i» registered under the Companies Acts, 
but is not registered as a Friendly 
Society. The returns deposited by the 
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company under the Companies Acts may | 


be inspected at the Dublin Registry by 
anv person on the payment of the pre- 
scribed fee. I may add, as I stated in 
reply to a Question recently asked by the 
hon. Member fr West Kerry, that a 
question has arisen as to the liability of 
the company to render returns under the 
Life Assurance Companies Acts, and the 
matter is under the consideration of the 
Irish Law Officers. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: If the policy 
holders of the company are dissatisfied 
with its management avd believe it is 
conducted on fraudulent principles, can 
the hon. Gentleman’s Dep irtment inter- 
fere ? 


Me. BONAR LAW: We have no 
powers other than those I have named 
in my Answer. 


Agricultural Rating Bill. 

Sir CARNE RASCH: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Tithe Rent-Charge wi!! be included in the 
Agricultural Rating Bill. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 


LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. 
A. J. Batrour, Manchester, K.): Yes, 
Sir. 


Scottish Church Dispute. 

Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, in view of legal 
proceedings in Scotland in relation to 
church property the ultimate dispos.:1 
of which is under investigation by a 
Royal Commission, whether the Govern- 
ment propose to allow th. present results 
‘f such proceedings to affect the final 
d stribution of the property. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not. pre- 
sime to pass any judgment on the 
action of either of the two Churches 
concerned ; but I am perfectly ready to 
express my deliberate opinion, which is 
the opinion of the Government, that 
nothing that has taken place in this 
interim period ought to affect the final 
d-cision that is come to in regard to the 
matters in dispute. 
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Defence Against Invasion. 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) : I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether, having regard to his 
statement that the Committee of Defence 
are clearly of opinion that invasion of 
these islands in such force as to inflect a 
fatal blow or threaten our independence 
is impossible, he proposes to prepare 
any scheme for repelling invasion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
ind‘cated to an hon. and gallant friend 
that I should favour all Questions on 
this subject being put off until after the 
debate on the Vote connected with the 
Committee of Imperial Defence which I 
propose to bring on at no distant day 
after Easter. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Has the right hon. 
Gentleman any further statement to 
make as to the business of the House ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to take 
first on Monday the Second Reading of 
the Agricultural Rating Bil, and as the 
second order Ways and Means Report. 
I do not propose im any event, however, 
to initiate a discussion on Ways and 
Means Report after 12 o’clock, nor do I 
think it at all desirable to have a late 
sitting to deal with it on Monday. On 
Tuesday the Unemploved Bill and the 
Aliens Bill will be introduced, under what 
is called “the ten minutes rule,” to be 
followed by the Report stage of the 
Budget Resolutions. At the afternoon 
sitting on Wednesday I propose to take 
the Motion for the adjournment for the 


Easter holidays. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say what will be 
the first business immediately after the 


holiday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to 
give an Answer to that Question oa 
Monday. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Does the right hon. Gentleman intend to 
dispose of Ways and Means on the 
Budget Resolutions before Easter ? 








91 Supply (Civil Services and 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 


very desirable to do so in the interests 
of public business. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: When does 
the right hon. Gentleman intend to take 
his Motion with reference to debates on 
adjournments ? Will it be before Easter, 
and, if so, when ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is down on 
the Paper for to-day, and the House 
will have an opportunity of passing it if 
it is uropposed, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Oh, T shall 
oppose it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then it will 
not be taken before Easter, 


pPUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
First Report biought up, and read; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Army 
(Annual) Bill, without Amendment. 


SUPPLY (CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES). 


Order for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proy osed, 
‘sThat Mr. Speaker do row leave the 
Chair (fer Committee cn Civil Services 
ard Reverue Departments Estimates).”’ 
—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, EF.) pro- 
posed “Thet, in the opinion of this 
House, the provision tor Universities is 
totally inadequate, and none can be 
rgarded as equiteble which does not 
secure forthe Catholics of Ireland equally 
with other members of the community 
facilities for University education 
without violence to their religious 
feelings.” It was, he said, seldom that 
a Motion could be sustained by proofs 
from all sections of the community and 
all kinds of religious and_ political 
opinions. The mass of evidence wes so 
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great that the difficulty was rather in 
compressing it than in producing it. He 
was sorry to say, however, that it did not 
follow from this condition of things that 
it would be accepted or anything done in 
connection with it by the present 
Government. He regretted, there/ore, 
that under the circumstances the ways 
of the ballot, which, like other things and 


‘men, were peculiar, should have given 


him the duty of opening the discussion, 
He knew that it could be done more 
effectively by many of his colleagues, 
He was consoled, however, by the know- 
ledge that the hon. Member for Hast 
Mayo was back with them once again 
and that he and others would raise the 
debate to the level that it ought to 
occupy. 


There was a time when he was 
not greatly enthusiastic about this 
question of University education. He 
was concerned more with the founda- 
tions of education and thought little of 
the superstructure or covering. That 
feeling arose, of course, from the iact that 
he considered the class in which he was 
most concerned were touched mainly by 
primary education, and his desire would 
be still to make that education, in the 
interests of the nation, the teachers, and 
all concerned, as efficient and full as it 
ought to be, and as it was not. but 
the truth had long since been borne in 
upon him that this question cf 
University education was a question for 
the entire people also, and every month 
that passed by confirmed that opinion. 
He had noi had the advantages of a 
University education himself owing to 
lack of opportunity. But perhaps that 
made him feel all the more keenly and 
bitterly the disadvantages suffered by 
those who were deprived of it. Thousands 
of his Catholic fellow-countrymen were 
deprived of it by the utter incapacity of 
British government in Ireland. Ifit were 
true, as it was, that superior education 
drew a line between those who profited 
by it and those who were uneducated as 
marked as that between the living aid 
the dead, then it was clear that higher 
education in its proper form was some 
thing worthy of consideration if they 
desired to keep their nation alive. He 
did not put it forward that higher educa- 
tion would secure all ends, because he had 
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a strong view that it changed the size and 
not the sort of the intellect. The amouat 
of it could never give ability where nature 
had not laid the foundations. But just as 
the rough-hewn steel might possess the 
qualities necessary for strength and util- 
ity, yet skill and training was necessary 
to enable it to be well used as a heavy 
hammer or a necessary needle, the skill 
and training necessary to utilise the 
intellects of the youth of Ireland were 
withheld by the methods of the Govern- 
ment in Ireland. 


Ireland had education as an orna- 
ment in the prosperity of the sixth, 
seventh, and eight centuries, when, 
as Dr. Johnson said, she was known as 
“the school of the West, the habitation 
of sanctity and lea:ning.” British rule 
inthe country, however, killed education, 
which would have been a refuge in the 
adversity which followed on it. Some of 
those who heard this debate, and others 
who would not lsten to the arguments, 
though they would be ready to vote 
down the demand, might deny that state- 
ment. But it was not so long ago when 
it was a felony to teach in Ireland. So 
late as 1901 the Protestant Bishop of 
Cork prosecuted a Catholic teacher who 
epened a school in the county. Mr. 
Porter, in lus ‘* Progress of the Nation,” 
told them that the most determined oppo- 
sition to the system of national education 
as they styled it, came from the Protestant 
clergy in 1843. ‘Their policy as to edu- 
cation in Ireland was firstly exclusiveness, 
then an attempt to denationalise the 
people by means of a false system, and 
then pretended reforms under which they 
opened up Trinity College to Catholics 
uader conditions impossible to their 
religion and nationality. The people 
wanted a seat of universal learning, as a 
University should be, and the Government 
gave them Trinity College. It was a 
hot-bed of Protestantism and auti- 
Nationalism. 


Minister after Minister had admitted 
ths necessity for reform, but all their 
efforts had been  iailures. Disraeli 
was a failure with his Royal Uni- 
versity in 1875 as much as he was in 
1868. Mr. Gladstone, in 1873, and in the 
Home Rule bill of 186, tried but without 
success. Sir M. Hicks Beach, in 1885, 
told them that ‘‘next year something 
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would be done,” but the promise never 
fruc.ified any more than the more 
definite pledge of the First Lord of the 
Treasury made in the debate of 1889. 
Years passed by and a Commission was 
appointed which reported in 1903, in 
terms favourable to the demands of the 
Catholics, but nothing more substantial 
had yet resulted than the flying of a kite 
by Lord Dunraven, who, during a portion 
of the period of office of the late Chief 
Secretary, constituted himself stage 
manager of the Irish Government. They 
all regretted the absence of the right hon. 
Gentleman, though many of them could 
never appreciate the double shuffle in- 
dulged in between the Member for Dover 
and the Chief Secretary for Ireland on 
this and other matters. The result of it 
all was that the Irish people were 
deceived and justice denied to them in 
this most important matter. And that 
had happened too although all their Lord- 
Lieutenants, all their Chief Secretaries, 
even Mr. Lecky and the Solicitor-General, 
Members for Trinity College itself, every 
liberal-minded man in the country, and 
lastly, their own Prime Minister, had again 
and again declared that something should 
be done to meet the legitimate aspirations 
of Irish Catholics in the matter of Uni- 
versity education. How the Prime 
Minister could reconcile his statements in 
the debate of 1899, and his speech at 
Partick in December of that year, in which 
he said * that we ought to give Catholics a 
thoroughly equipped College,” with his 
inaction in the matter in all the inter- 
vening years, passed comprehension. But 
he supposed anything was possible to 
one who viewed with an equable mind 
the operation. of a birmingham tiger and 
a Greenwich sleuth-hound, and who did 
nothing to restrain them in the interests 
of all the unoffending people near Ly. 
When the Prime Minister spoke in 1897, 
he said he 





“Was contriving a University that shall 
meet the approval or be largely used by those 
classes of the Roman Catholic population who 
now refuse to take advantage of the existing 
institution.” 


He begged of them all to lay aside 
sectarian prejudices, and he expressed 
the desire to set up either a college ora 
University for the Catholics of Ireland that 
would compare favourably with similar 
institutions on both sides of St. George’s 
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Channe]. Apparently he was still con- 
triving, still desiring, as he had done 
nothing in theinterval. In the following 
year’s debate he had proof of the united 
desire of all Parties to do justice to the 
claims of Irish Catholics. There was 
complete harmony in the band of 
Ministers and Members from all sides 
who spoke in support of the claim, and 
the harmony was not broken appreciably, 
because the triangle and trombone in the 
shape of the Member for Thirsk or one 
of the Members for Lincolnshire were 
unable to play the tune. 


Need he seek to prove once again the 
case against Trinity College? It was 
Protestant and anti-National. Lord 
Justice Fitzgibbon, speaking within its 
walls in 1891, a man who was closely 
connected with the University, said— 

“ Their University;was founded by Protestants 
for Protestants and in the Protestant interest. 
A Protestant spirit had from the first animated 
the body corporate. At the present moment 
the guardian spirit of the place was Protestant, 
and as a Protestant he said, and he said it boldly, 
Protestant might it evermore remain.” 

The Prime Minister had dcclared that 
if it was Catholic as much as it was 
Protestant, it would be a very dangerous 
place for Protestants to send their sons 
to. A similar declaration was made by 
Dean Jellet at the Tercentenary of the 
College in 1893. To do justice to Lord 
Justice Fitzgibbon, ho.vever, it should be 
stated that when making the dec!aration 
he had mentioned he also said— 

“That if Trinitv were to be made safe from 
disturbance it should rest on the foundation of 
justice, and that could only be laid by the State 
providing for others what Queen Elizabeth and 
King James provided for that plece.” 


The result, therefore, of this condition 
of Trinity, was that the Catholic people 


of Ireland, which really mcant the Irish | 
University | 


nation, were deprived of 
education. 


The Member for South Derry told 
them last yeur that what was wanted 
was an improvement below the Univer- 
sitv but above the ordinary school level. 
Whilst he agreed that such improve- 
ment was necessary, he could not at all 
agree that University facilities were not 
also required. The statistics in the matter 
of secondary education in Ireland showed 
that in the middle grade 277 Catholics 
won exhbitions and 2,977 passed in the 
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years 1892-1901, while in the case of 
Protestants, including all other denomina- 
tions, the numbers were 142 and 1,598, 
respectively. In the senior grade the 
Catholics won 110 exhibitions and 1,346 
passed, while the Protestants were only 
eighty-one and 687 respectively. Owing 
to present conditions, most of these young 
Catholics were deprived of a University 
course. In the Report of the Royal 
Commission they found that— 

“They (Catholics) have at their command 

great educational ability, and, in some caves, 
genuine love of learning.” 
But the destruction of it was effected 
as far as they were able to do sv, The 
Government wasted thousands on their 
absurd Queen’s Colleges and Royal Uni- 
versity, sufficient to effect the change 
that everyone regarded as_ necessary. 
Carlyle once said that— 

“The true University in those days was a 
collection of hooks.” 

Though they might doubtthe statement 
they must be thankful that this delay and 
denial of justice had not closed up all the 
founts of knowledge to the Irish people, 
The Government tried te kill their 
religion, but the days of the golden priests 
and the wooden chalices were days in 
which the simple faith of their fathers 
was indestructibly fixed in the hearts of 
the Irish people. They tried to kill their 
nationality, but, though they struck down 
the people at home by every species of 
tyranny, like the wild creeping flowers, 
their children sprang up in every lacd 
until they had an Irish nation now whose 
limits and powers were larger than their 
own. They tried to destroy the hall-mark 
of their nationality, but out of its ovn 
ashes the Irish language had revived, and 
the possibilities of the revival were greater 
than any of them could estimate. 

Did they want to have their claim 
stated once again. Equality was at once 
its high-water mark and its low-water 
mark, They wanted what the late Chief 
Secretary said last year was reasonable— 

“A college coloured by the faith of the 
majority using it.” 


They asked for no glorified seminary 
for Catholics alone. They demand d 
that which, in the next place, per- 
hips, to self-government alone, would 
raise up their poor country to ther 


/own great advantage and to the loss of 
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no other people—a place the name 
of which would be associated with 
liberty, progress, and enlightenment, as 
well as with Catholc faith and Celtic 
tradition. Some people laid down the 
plans on which they might secure it. 
A few there were who would have them 
zdvise entrance to Trinity as the best 
solution. What would be thought of the 
wisdom of a general who would lead his 
troops through ad smal swamp withovt 
counting his losses likely to be incurred, 
the years necessary to cover the way, or 
the net result when he got to the end. 
In any case they could not wait for 
vears. The question was too pressing and 
important and must be pushed. And more- 
over, though Daniel came unhurt from 
the lion’s den, it did not follow at all that 
Timothy and James and John and Michael 
would do so. They wanted that their 
intellects and religion should be emanci- 
rated and given a fair chance. Though 
‘ustice might be blind for a long time, 
and wink for a little time, she would at 
last show the way in which their demands 
should be met when their merits were 
conceded. A Committee at present sit- 
ting recommended the granting of an 
:dditional £100,000 a year to English 
colleges, and they would get it. A far 
lesser sum would meet I:ish requirements, 
and they must get it. It was no mere 
begging matter at all. It was merely 
restitution for the ruined homes and 
pillaged shrines of Ireland in the past. 
The Irish people were adopting the policy 
ofthe Bishop of Kerry, who said the 
ether day— 

“Let there be no truckling with persons who 
have little sympathy with our wants or aspira- 
tions. Have confidence in ourselves. If educa- 
tion is to be raised up from the low depths into 
which it has fallen it will not be any backstairs 
influence, but by an konest intel igent union 
amongst ourselves.” 


The modern Irish battle-cry would be 
“ Sinn fein, Sinn fein amain.” By adopt- 
ing that policy they must and would 
succeed. England framed and endowed 
Trinity College as an exclusively Protest- 
ant institution. Its traditions, govern- 


ing body, teachers, and all connected with | 


it were Protestant. They ust there‘ore 
do for the majority what they ‘ad done 
for the minority. In spite of all draw- 
backs nearly ninety per veat. o1 the popi- 
lation in Ireland could ncw read aiid 
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write. They should make a ladder reac!:- 
ing from the lowest point to the highest 
University position up which every 
child should have the power of climbing 
as far as he could go. They had given 
a Charter to a University for Catholic: 
in Quebec. Why deny one to the 
Catholics of Ireland? Conservatives 
demanded denominational education in 
England. They denied it to Ireland. 
On one side they consulted the Church of 
England in education:] matters in this 
country. On the other side they desired 
thit the Free Churches should also be 
corsulted. But they would not consult 
or act on the advice of the Catholic 
Church, which was the Church of Ireland, 
truly, in educational matters. 


Last year it was shown, on the 
authority of the Archbishcp of Dublin, 
that no reasonable scheme would be 
refused. This year they wanted t> 
know from the Prime Minister (1.) Ii 
after the many promises made by 
himself and others he now proposed any 
scheme to meet the legitimate demands 
of the Irish people. (2.) If not, would he 
accept a scheme framed by those repre- 
senting them and take steps to have it 
carried into operation. (3.) And if no 
Answer was forthcoming to either of 
those Questions would he provide an 
opportunity to enable the House of 
Commons, independent of Party, to come 
to a decision on this question? These 
were simple Questions and they ought 
to ieceive a plain Answer to them. When 
the Moseley Commission was sent to 
America it was agreed on as a general 
principle that schools to be effective 
must be adapted to the pa ticular needs 
of the community. The English were so 
proud of their superiority that they 
desired that circumstances should adapt 
themselves to them instead of sensibly 
adapting themselves to circumstances. 
Ultimately they must do that in this 
matter as they had had to do in others in 
Ireland. The other day the President of 
the United States said— 

‘Men of Irish blood are doing their full 
share towards the artistic and literary develop- 
ment of ovr country { hope that an earnest 
effort wili Le made in American Universities to 
endow cnvirs for the study of Celtic literature 
ana the research in Celtic antiquities.” 

When woula they make that earnest 
cffc.i in Ireland? The world was a'l 
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gates and opportunities for the educated 
man, but they closed them all up to 
Irish men and women as far as they could. 
Their demand that evening was for the 
creation of an intellectual headquarters 
for the faith, the 
language, and the literature of Treland. 


They might not receive it now, but | 


it must come. Every necessary effort 
at reform in I-eland had been again 
and again repulsed, but finally had had 
to be recognised. 
be recognised. All through the darkness 
and sorrow of the past they had heen en- 
abled by the strength of hope to follow 
the kindly light of hope beckoning them 
onward to the goal. And they would 


follow it still, confident in the belief that | 


some day it would bring them to a time 
when the Island of Saints and Scholars 
would wear the laurel wreath of happi- 
ness which the educated intellects of her 
children would fashion with loving care to 
place upon her brow. 


*Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore) said he felt that 
when his colleagues in the Irish party 
invited him to second the Resolution 
so ably moved by his hon. friend, they 
had conferred upon him an honourable 
but a great responsibility. And he 
thought he should best fulfil his task by 
leaving many arguments and details to his 
Catholic colleagues far more competent 
than himself to present them to the 
House. His position was simply that 
he supported the Resolution from an 
absolutely non-Catholic point of view, and 
with a belief that it would, if carried, re- 
move from the arena of controversy a 
social grievance and an educational in- 
justice which tended to maintain bad 
blood between the Protestants and the 
Catholics in Ireland. He was, he believed, 
only one of many Protestants in Ireland 
who were not always talking about their 
Protestantism, who werenot always putting 
Questions on the Notice Paper of the 
House with a view to wound the feelings 
of their Catholic fellow-countrymen ; who 
did not believe in the doctrines or submit 
to the discipline of the Catholie Church, 
but who were in no way in sympathy 
with the Orange Party, and who wanted, 
on the contrary, te live to ste che 
day when it should be absolutely im- 
possible for an frish Catholic to-he able 
to say, with any reasonable show of jas- 
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nationality, the | 


This effort also must | 
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social, or political disadvantage as com- 
pared with his Protestant fellow-coun- 
|tryman. One of the greatest of writers, 
Thomas Carlyle, once said that we should 
_ not he soanxious to see through peopleas to 
see out of them—to endeavour to see 
with their eyes, to hear with their ears, 
to feel with their feelings in regard to 
any great public question. That was 
what he tried to do in regard to the case 
of the claim for a University for the 
Catholics of Ireland. 





They probably would be told in the 
course of the debate, what had heen said 
a hundred times over so far as Trinity 
College was concerned, that there was 
no actual disability imposed on Irish 
Catholics ; that they were not compelled 
to attend religious celebrations other 
than their own, and that the degrees and 
fellowships were open to them on equal 
terms with their Protestant fellow- 
students. If he were living in some 
country where the people were over- 
whelmingly Catholic, and the only 
available University was Catholic, he 
would have no hesitation in going to it 
and getting every possible advantage out 
of it; but if that country were over- 
whelmingly Protestant, he would con- 
sider the Protestants to be labouring 
under a grave social injustice if they 
had no University of their own, and were 
compelled—if they went to a University 
at all—to attend one in which the Roman 
Catholic religion was the only religion 
officially recognised, practised, and taught. 
Attempts had been made to prejudice 
discussion by representing the demand 
for a Catholic University as an artificial 
grievance worked up by Catholic ecclesi- 
astics for the furtherance of their own 
designs. He thought that argument very 
unreasonable and unfair. Surely, if there 
were no teaching University for Irish 
Protestants, their Bishops and clergy 
would be in the vanguard of any movement 
to secure it. That would be their proper 
and natural place, and he would think it 
grossly impertinent for any Catholic to 
tell him that he did not really want a 
Protestant University; that he only 
made speeches and signed petitions for it 
because ke. was told to do so by the 
parsons, acd shat the Protestant Primate 
and Bishops merely wanted a new toy to 
play with, aad that the people were 
merely.subserwent tools for carrying on 
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an agitation. They had never been 
secularists in education in Ireland. 
Trish Protestants themselves had always 
maintained the importance of the con- 
nection between religion and education. 
If they looked at the long list of 
secondary schools in Great Bzitain and 
Ireland, given in Whittaker’s Almanac, 
they woull see that the Protes-ant cle-gy 
hid an immense influence in education. 
In England itself, the headmasterships 
of all the great public schools were virtu- 
ally monopolised by the clergy of the 
Established Church. Was it rational 
—was it not rather the height of ab- 
surdity, to argue as if the Catholic 
Prelates of Ireland ought to take a back 
seat in a Citholic University movement ? 
It was absolutely monstrous and un- 
fair, and such an argument ina similar 
case in this country would not be treated 
seriously for a moment. All he could 
say with regard to the prominent part 
taken by the Catholic Bishops in this 
matter was that to his mind it was their 
best defence to the charge made so often, 
and he thought unjustly, against them 
that they were what was called obscuran- 
tists, that they were medieval, that 
they had no notion of modern progress. 
If the Catholic Bishops of Ireland were 
anxious to close the gates of knowledge 
against their people, a University, even 
if absolutely under their own control, 
would be about the very last 
thing in the world they would ask 
for. A University was not a_ semi- 
nary. No rules, however strict, no 
supervision, however vigilant, could pre- 
vent young college men from coming to- 
gether and discussing the great problems 
of this world and the next with one 
another, and of having access to books ex- 
pressing very conflicting views in matters 
both of religion and of science; and if 
the Catholic !tishops asked for a Catholic 
University it seemed to him that they 
showed confidence not only in them- 
selves but confidence in their people, 
and confidence that the Irish faith, which 
had survived the plunder, the cruelty, 
and the injustice of centuries, would 
not be shattered at a blow by the diffu- 
sion of modern learning amongst its 
children. 

Some complaints had been made, 
and some Questions on the, Notice 
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Paper seemed to hint, that the Catholics 
in Ireland were taking the aggressive 
too much just now and were inclined 
to carry the war into the enemy’s 
country—that they were inclined in 
some directions to put up the notice 
as regarded elective public positions 
that “no Protestant need apply.” He 
did not believe that any such policy 
existed on the part of any responsible 
bodv of Irish Catholics, lay or ecclesias- 
tical. If it did, he for one honestly could 
not cast the first stone at them. He 
could not honestly deny that Catholics 
in Ireland had received about every 
provocation that human perversity 
could possibly inflict. When it was 
complained that this demand for a 
Catholic University was a sort of Papal 
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aggression, an attack upon  Protest- 
antism by Irish Catholics, he was 
reminded of the story of the man who 


knocked his enemy down and was kick- 
ing him to death, and yet was shrieking 
aloud for help the whole time. When 
asked why he was calling for assistance, 
the assailant replied, “‘ He is trying to 
get up, he is trying to get up.” In 
the same way there were some people 


in Ireland who had so long been 
cocks of the Orange walk that 
they were amazed that the Catholic 


should have the audacity, the sheer 
impudence, to make any demand of 
any kind whatever for the furtherance 
of the religion or education of his own 
people. He thought that, on the whole, 
this Catholic demand had been advanced 
with great dignity and moderation. Of 
course every cause had its injudicious 
advocates. It was very possible they 
might rake up things said or written by 
Catholics that might have been better 
left unsaid or unwritten, but Irish 
Catholicism was not the only cause that 
suffered at the hands of injudicious advo- 
cates. For instance, at the time of the 
great fight against the disestablishment 
of the Church in Ireland, one prominent 
Orangeman said that if her late Majesty 
gave her assent to that Bill her crown 
would be kicked into the Boyne. 
Another prominent Orangeman, he be- 
lieved he was the Grand Chaplain of the 
Orange Order, declared at an immense 
meeting in the Rotunda that the reason 
why he opposed the disestablishment of 
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firmly believed that the soul of the 
Roman Catholic would be everlastingly 
damned. It was therefore a very danger- 
ous thing to attempt to oppose a cause 
of any kind by showing that its advocates 
here and there might not have exhibited 
the reserve of the trained contro- 
versialist. 


He proposed to deal with one or 
two of the stock arguments against the 
establishment of a Catholic University. 
First they had what he might call the 
Oxford argument. They were told that 
the Catholics in England were allowed to 
go to Oxford under certain regulations. 
Why should not the Catholic Church 
in Ireland make similar arrangements 
whereby its sons could go to Trinity 
College ? He wished to point out that 
Oxford was not a centre of anti-Catholic 
activity. The heads of Oxford University 
did not publish ferocious anti-Catholic 
poetry in college magazines. Oxford 
was not the centre of perennial political 
intrigue against the religion or the political 
aspirations of its Catholic students. In 
England, Catholics were not a big majority 
as in Ireland, but were a small minority, 
and they could go to Oxford without 
the slightest loss of personal dignity. 
Then they were told, and it sounded very 
plausible at first, that if the Irish Catholic 
Bishops were to assent toa certain number 
of picked Catholic young men entering 
their names on the books of Trinity 
College every year, in the course of 
time the Catholics would not only 
enjoy a position of great power in Trinity 
College, but possibly a position of equality 
and even of numerical predominance 
within its walls. But it was only fair 
that they should realise the fact that an 
Irish Catholic Bishop did not occupy the 
position of a general who in the crisis 
of some great battle resolved to sacrifice 
thousands of his best troops in order to 
capture a vitally important position. 
The position of the Catholic Bishops was 
that not for all the honours and 
emoluments of Trinity College should 
the faith of the humblest Catholic lad 
in the whole of Ireland be imperilled. 
they knew that at the end of ten years 
they would have Trinity College in 
the hollow of their hand they were not 
entitled from their own point of view 
to run the risk of Catholic 
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having his faith weakened within its 
walls. 


There was another reason upon which 
he based his support of this Resolution. 
He thought monopoly was in itself a bad 
thing, and Trinity College had a mono- 
y oly in the matter of University education 
in Ireland. It would be a good rather 
than a bad thing for Trinity College 
itself that it should be roused from its 
educational slumbers. With the com- 
petition of a good University, not closed 
against Protestants if they chose to 
avail themselves of its opportunities, 
he thought that the whole system of 
education in Trinity College would be 
brought more up to date, more up to 
modern needs, and that it would be 
more of a teaching University in the 
true sense of the word, and less of what 
it threatened to become—a factory for 
the manufacture of parsons. It was 
notorious that the numbers of students 
on the books of Trinity College had 


been dwindling for years past. The 
Irish Protestant landed gentry very 


largely boycotted Trinity College, and 
the son of an Irish Peer at that College 
was about as rare as a white blackbird. 
There was not one now on the books. 
Tn addition to all this, Trinity College had 
made itself impossible for a man holding 
strong Nationalist convictions. It was 
little better in Ireland than a standing 
committee for the Unionist Party. It 
was a centre of intrigue against every- 
thing that was Catholic and Nationalist 
in the country. It had not even justified 
the theory of University representation 
—the theory that specially enlightened 
communities should have specially en- 
lightened representatives in that House. 
With very few exceptions, what had 


the representation of Trinity College 
come to? It was the appanage 
of members of the legal profession 


bitterly opposed to the majority of the 
Irish people, and who wanted a seat in 
Parliament as an ante-chamber to a seat 
on the Bench. During a recent Parlia- 
mentary contest for ‘Trinity College 
the bitter remark was made by its re- 
spected and beloved Regius Professor 
of Divinity, Dr. Gwynn, that its 
Members of Parliament were too 
often little better than King William’s 
statue on College Green, with their 
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backs turned to the college and their 
faces to the Castle. He would not 
quote from the speeches of politicians 
on this subject, for the modern politician 
had an aptitude for eating his own words 
with a relish just as he would eat his 
dinner. But he would like to refer to 
a speech made by Lady Londonderry in 
opening some Church schools at Sunder- 
land. Lady Londonderry on that occa- 
sion said the reason for Church schools 
was that religion and education might 
be intertwined; that knowledge must 
be the handmaiden of faith; and that 
godless knowledge was very dangerous 
and likely to do more harm than good 
to its possessor. What struck him as 
being very strange was that while Lady 
Londonderry was saying that in Sunder- 
land, her noble husband should be opposed 
to Catholic University education in Ire- 
land. 


He would not dwell on the way in 
which Catholic education had for genera- 
tions been starved. He woul! not dwell 
on the awful per:ol when it was a crimi- 
nal offence for one Roman Catholic to 
teach another. If he did, he might be 
told that he was talking ancient history. 
But he would say with regard to that, 
though a man might live till he was a 
hundred years of age his life was but a 
day in the history of a nation. When 
one country ground down another, as 
England had ground down Ireland, the 
evil was not remedied at the moment 
when some of the chains were struck off. 
{t had been truly written that the sins 
of the fathers should be visited on the 
children. The evil done by one genera- 
tion took many generations to repair. 
Catholie Emancipation was not an atone- 
ment to Ireland. It was no more than 
th: preface to an aton»ment. On these 
grounds he supported the Resolution. 
He was not afraid to let the overwhelm- 
ing majority of the people of Ireland have 
a University of their own maintained by 
the State. They were as much entitled 
to that as Trinity College was to the 
plunder it got from the Catholic acres 
of Ireland. He believed that the Catholic 
intellect of the country if only given a 
fair chance would, before long, under an 
extended system of education, bring back 
the days when the learning of Ireland 
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was the glory and the pride of Chris- 
tendom. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To Ieave out the words from the word 
‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, in order to 
add the words ‘in the opinion of this House, 
the provision for Universities is totally inade- 
quate, and none can be regarded as equitable 
which does not secure for the Catholics of Ire- 
land, equally with other members of the com- 
munity, facilities for University education 
without violence to their religious feeling.’— 
(Mr. Murphy)—instead thereof.” 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield Bright- 
side) said he thought this was a question 
in which perhaps more than in any other 
there was a great misuse of terms. It 
was always referred to outside as the 
Irish Roman Catholic question. That 
was an utterly wrong conception of the 
facts. When one spoke of a Roman 
Catholic University one would naturally 
understand it to bea University in which 
there was a religious test, and in which 
the Roman Catholic hierarchy had some 
ex officio right, as in the Catholic Univer- 
sity of Quebec, or of Freiburg in Switzer- 
land. But that was not the case here, 
and they were prepared to accept the 


declarations of the Roman Catholic 
hierarchy of Ireland who in 1897 


said that the majority of the govern- 
ing body were to be laymen, and that 
there was to be no religious test. What 
was there in such a University that could 
by any possibility do any harm? It 
was said in Ireland that the Irish 
Unionists opposed this demand for 
a new University because they wished 
to keep for themselves the monopoly 
of appointments for which their better 
education qualified them. His Union- 
ist friends, he knew, repudiated that, 
and their opposition could not be 
based on their objection to an endow- 
ment being given to an educational 
institution of a denominational character, 
and therefore, he could only assume that 
their opposition was due to the fact that 
it was thought that the creation of such 
a University would provide machinery 
or an organisation which the hierarchy 
of Ireland would use to their own advan- 
tage. But if there was anv danger at 
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all in the creation of this University it 
would be in quite a different direction. 
When once they set higher education 
going they could not stop it. His per- 
sonal conviction was that no one had 
anything to fear, although he could quite 
imagine that the old-fashioned or more 
conservative among the clergy might 
fear certain results from such a Univer- 
sity. But clearly, if the clergy them- 
selves by their official utterances said 
they were not afraid of a self-governed 
University, surely no one else need be. 
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He quite admitted that if Trinity College 
were an English University, and the con- 
ditions were English conditions, some 
arrangement might, no doubt, be made, 
just as it had been in England; but the 
circumstances were entirely different in 
England, for the reason that our historic 
memories were not so vivid as they were 
in Ireland. Here our actions in 
present were not so influenced by our 
visions of the past. In Ireland memories 
were much more vivid, and the circum- 
stances which gave rise to them more 
recent, because, after all, it was only 107 
years since the struggle in 1798, which 
gave rise to many bitter memories. But 
there was another reason for this, which 
was, that there was a complication not 
only of religion but of race. He was 
convinced the difference of race was 
stronger to disintegrate people than 
religion to keep them together. That was 
seen in Germany and Austria. In Ger- 
many, where there was great religious 
difficulty, higher education went on with- 
out difficulty. In Austria, where, speaking 
roughly,there were no religious difficulties, 
the racial differences were of the acutest 
possible description, and they showed 
themselves, above all things, in the matter 
of higher education. He did not wish to 
minimise the religious difficulties, but 
altogether apart from religion he did not 
think Irishmen as a whole could be 
expected to accept Trinity College, seeing 
that it was a kind of historic embodiment 
of all to which they felt the utmost 
aversion. 

Higher education all round in 
Ireland was admittedly defective. Quite 
recently in connection with an im- 
portant appointment in the statistical 
branch of the Department of Agriculture 
it, was found impossible to obtain an 
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Irishman with the necessary qualifica- 
tions and a Scotchman was appointed. 
(“ Oh.”] Sir Horace Plunkett was, above 
all things, a patriotic Irishman, and 
would certainly not have gone elsewhere 
if he could have found a qualified Irish- 
man. The whole status of higher educa- 
tion in Ireland must suffer unless this 
side was recognised, as it would be 
impossible to set up a fully equipped 
University in Belfast while the wishes 
of the great majority in the West and 
South were ignored. He regretted that 
the question had been brought forward 
in its present form, as the vote taken 
would not in any way _ represent 
the true opinion of the House. Hon. 
Members opposite might have either 
brought forward a Motion on a private 
Members’ night, or introduced a_ Bill; 
and even now he hoped the matter 
would be raised in such a form that 
technical difficulties would not prevent 
a true expression of opinion. 


It was frequently said that no English 
(yovernment had anything to gain by mak- 
ing this concession, as no gratitude would 
be shown for it. He protested against 
political action in matters of such im- 
portance being based on the expectation 
of favours to come. The Government 
had received no gratitude for passing 
the Irish Local Government Act, but 
that did not alter the fact that it was a 
right and proper thing to do. Th 
recent Land Act would not affect the 
Home Rule question in the present 


generation, but nevertheless it was 
a great measure, redounding to the 
credit of the Government and the 


late Chief Secretary. Similar instances 
might be quoted in regard to England. 
The clause dealing with the pupil teacher 
question, inserted in the Education Act 
by the Prime Minister, would probably 
not secure to the Government a single 
vote, but, for all that, it was designed 
to deal with an admitted hardship under 
which Nonconformists Jaboured, and 
it was right that action should have 
been taken. The only principle that 
could be recognised in the matter was to 
do the right thing and leave gratitude 
out of the question. He felt strongly 
on this subject, because they who main- 
tained the Union most fervently alleged 
that the English Government could under 
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the Union solve the problems of Ireland, 
and they pointed to the instances he 
had named as bearing out that view. 
But here was an exception. 


of higher education in Ireland. Until 
that problem had been settled, and 
settled under the Union, a special re- 
sponsibility devolved upon Unionists, 
and they had to admit that there was 
a special work as vet undone. He 
trusted his hon. friends would consider 
this question upon its merits, altogether 
apart from what they thought were 
the aims or manceuvres of hon. Members 
opposite and the turmoil of Party politics. 
Ii they did so he believed they would be 
forced to the conclusion that there was 
a real want in the government of Treland 
which it was time they set to work to 
supply. 


Mr. HALDANE  (Haddingtonshire) 
said it was impossible to take part in 
this debate without a sense of sadness. 
Year after year the question had been 
debated, but nothing had come of it. 
The Unionist Party had been in power 
ior ten years, with unrivalled majorities, 
resources, and opportunities, and yet in 
a most pressing question—probably the 
most pressing question at this moment 
affecting Ireland—not one step in ad- 
vance had been made. It was not 
because many Members opposite did not 
sympathise with the sentiments which 
the hor. Member for the Brightside 
Division had just expressed. For many 
years the Prime Minister himself had 
been deeply interested in the question, 
and only six years ago he wrote to his 
constitutents— 

“I hope so as a Unionist, because I know not 
how to claim for a British Parliament that it 


ean do for Ireland all and more than all that 
Ireland can do for itself.” 


Last night the Party opposite showed 
no sign of sympathy with any sugges- 
tion of handing over to the Irish people 
the control of questions which con- 
cerned them most closely, and yet here 


was a burning and urgent question | 


which they would neither deal with 
themselves nor allow the Irish people 
to settle. That was a deplorable state 


of things for the British Parliament. 


Many Members on either side of the 


House would be in keen sympathy with | 
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| the desire to do something substantial 
| for the reform of higher education in 
Ireland; the blame for nothing having 
been done could not be laid solely on 
the Party opposite. The shadow of 
religious bigotry had played on both 
sides of the House; in both Parties 
there were men who could not look at 
this question as a whole, but whose 
vision was distorted, and whose way of 
looking at things was coloured by pre- 
judice derived from religious convictions 
which, although entitled to respect, 
could not be allowed to dominate the 
chances of those whose consciences led 
them in a difierert direction. He wished 
to put a point of view which, if steadily 
held to, would enable this question to 
be dealt with free from much of the 
disadvantage from which it had suffered 
through being treated as a religious ques- 
tion. 


There had been considerable mis- 
use of terms. It was deplorable that 
the matter should have been discussed 
as a question of a Catholic University. 
The question which had to be faced was 
that of higher education in Ireland, and 
it would have been infinitely better to 
have spoken of it as such. The task of 
Parliament was to solve the problem 
by giving Ireland the higher education 
she required without offending the con- 
science of anybody, whether Catholic or 
Protestant. The present condition of 
education, whether primary, secondary, 
or University, was deplorable. There 
had recently been two Reports on the 
subject. One was the Report of a Royal 
Commission—in many respects the most 
unsatisfactory Report he had ever seen, 
because nearly every signatory made an 
addendum dissenting from the Report 
that he had signed. The Report was 
of value, however, in that it brought out 
the strength and reality of the feeling 
which existed in favour of the redress 
of the grievance ; and supplied a mass 
of material which previously had not 
been available in a collected form. The 
other Report was that of Mr. Dale, an 
English inspector sent over to investi- 
gate the condition of elementary educa- 
tion in Ireland, and to show the relative 
positions in the two countries. That 
Report revealed a deplorable state of 
things. The attendance in primary 
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schools was 20 per cent. less than in 
England or Scotland; the influence of 
higher education in the training of pri- 
mary teachers was almost absent; and 
there was a general condition of con- 
fusion and chaos. The only conclusion 
to be drawn was that education, whether 
general or University, in Ireland was 
thirty years behind anything we had in 
this country. With technical education 
they had the same state of things staring 
them in the face. 


The Government had placed upon 
the Estimates for education of a 
University type in England and Wales 
something like £168,000, and that was 
more by £50,000 as the result of the 
Reportof a Committee upon this question. 
In Scotland the State spent something like 
£43,000, but in Ireland the amount was 
not more than £32,000. With regard 
to resources, within the past ten years 
six new Universities had been added 
in England, at Birmingham, London, 
Liverpool, Manchester, Leeds, and 
Sheffield. Scotland had four Univer- 
sities, one to every million of the popula- 
tion, but Scotland enjoyed great advan- 
tages through the liberality of a private 
individual, Mr. Carnegie, who had given 
the interest upon £2,000,000 to be applied 
‘or the maintenance and development 
of Scottish Universities. Let them con- 


tiast this with the state of things in | 


Irelard. Whereas they had done every- 
thing they could within the last few 
years to improve University teaching 
on this side of St. George’s Channel, in 
Treland they had done practically nothing. 
They had in Ireland one single teaching 
University in Dublin. This University 
had horourable traditions and he should 
be the last person to injure or destroy 
it in any way. One had only to look at 
the figures of the students to show that 
it was not prosperous ; and the number 
of students was not increasing at the 
rate which one would expect from an 
irstitution with such honourable and 
distinguished traditions. In 1881 there 
were 1,338 students at Trinity College, 
Dublin, of whom seventy-four were 
Catholics; in 1891, 1,162, of whom 
seventy-six were Catholics ; and in 1901 
the total was 976, of whom seventy-three 
were Catholics. In the condition of 
things it was evident that even in the 
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not prospering for higher education in 
Ireland. There were the three Queen’s 
Colleges, in Cork, Belfast, and Galway, 
Were they prospering? These colleges 
were also going down in regard to the 
number of their students. In 1882 the 
number of students attending Queen’s 
College, Belfast, was 567; but in 1902 
the number had fallen to 349. At 
Queen’s College, Cork, in 1882 the total 
was 402, and in 1902 they fell to 190; 
whilst at Galway in 1882 the total was 
201, and in 1902 there were only ninety- 
three students at that college. Al- 
together these figures represented a drop 
from 1,170 students in 1882 to 632 in 
1902. From these figures it was obvious 
that things were not going well even 
| with the existing resources for higher 
| education in Ireland. The Royal Univer- 
| sity of Ireland was merely an examining 
‘Board. True there were certain fellow- 
|ships under an arrangement for the 
| benefit of an institution which had been 
struggling under immense disadvantages 
'—he meant the Catholic University 
College in Dublin, a body which had 
'fought under immense disadvantages 
|and had nevertheless been able to keep 
‘its feet. Education of a University 
| type in Ireland was deplorable in com- 
|parison with what they possessed in 
| England and Scotland. Hope long de- 
ferred seemed to have a sickening effect, 
| because they had a specimen of this in 
|the gradual drop in the number of 
| students at the Queen’s Colleges, and at 
the University of Dublin. That suggested 
that it was urgently necessary that this 
question should be energetically dealt 
with, but he felt confident that they 
would make no progress with it so long 
as they simply discussed Catholic griev- 
ances, 

He thought the best way of treat- 
ing the question for Ireland was to 
deal with it as an educational question. 
He thought he had said enough to make 
good his point that on educational 
grounds alone this was an urgent problem. 
Those who knew Ireland best knew 





the great want of facilities for 
higher education. A large part of 
the present facilities were for the 








education of priests. This system pro- 
duced amongst the population of Ireland 
a concentration of the higher education 


case of this one University thirgs were | in the persons of the priests, and, if that 
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were so, then almost inevitably the laity 
became separated intellectually from the 
level of the priesthood. The difficulty 
went further. If there was one thing 
more than another which they ought 
to do in Ireland it was to induce 
the people who held the religion of the 
great majority of the people, and 
who also held their political opinions, to 
take their part in the administrative 
work of the country, and encourage them 
to play a leading part in carrying on the 
affairs of the State, which must be ad- 
ministered no matter what Govern- 
ment was in power and even if there 
was no Government at all. And yet 
these people were shut out from com- 
peting for those positions with their 
more fortunate fellow - subjects. This 
was the inevitable result. A young man 
commenced his education in a primary 
school from which he passed on to the 
secondary education and then his career 
was barred because there was no 
University life to carry him further, 
and no prizes to lift him into a position 
in which the posts at the disposal of the 
State would be open to him. In this 
way they had produced in Ireland an 
amount of discontent among the young 
men such as was without parallel in any 


part of the kingdom. That was one 
great grievance. 
It might be said that these griev- 


ances were not disputed but that 
they could not be dealt with. He 
held that they could be dealt with. 
There had been a plain policy before the 
country associated with the personal 
views of the Prime Minister, and if they 
were in earnest on both sides of the 
House it was possible to grapple with the 
existing educational difficulty in Ireland. 
It was not enough to leave Ireland with 
a single teaching University. Statesmen 
had often suffered from rash attempts to 
meddle with that body. After a care- 
ful study of this question the advice he 
would give to any English statesmen 
who talked of meddling with Trinity 
College, and improving it to form the 
National University, was that he should 
keep his hands offit. It was like the Ark of 
the Covenant, and any English statesman 
that laid his hands thereon would surely 
perish. The history of the attempts 
which had been made in the past clearly 
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proved that. Trinity College was like 
the great Universities of this country, 
for it possessed a history, and he pre- 
ferred to preserve it with its great tradi- 
tions and the great names associated with 
it, and if possible increase its strength, 
and let it serve those who required its 
services most. It was not a Catholic 
college and never would be, because 
its history had stamped it too much 
with other associations. It was not a 
poor man’s college and never would be, 
because it was wanted by the class of 
people who went to the older Univer- 
sities in this country and he did not want 
to disturb that state of things. What 
they did want was a University life of 
the type they had been accustomed to 
in Scotland and which was now growing 
up in the great Universities in England 
which had been called into being within 
the last ten years, and which were acces 
sible to the sons of the poorer classes if 
they were found to possess sufficient talent. 


Was it beyond the wit of min to devise 
a plan to bring that about ? He did not 
think they would find any real jealousy 
on the part of Protestants if they showed 
that they were treating Catholics and 
Protestants with an absolutely even 
hand, and with even justice, and that 
in any case they were creating a Univer- 
sity which was not stamped with the 
hall-mark of any denomination. With 
regard to the Maynooth resolutions in 
1897, they provided that no State money 
should be devoted to religious teaching, 
that there should be security against the 
dismissal of teachers, and that there 
should be a majority of laymen upon the 
governing body. He was one of those 
who thought that the priesthood desired to 
get as much power as theycould in shaping 
the University, but it was their business 
not to give them all that they desired in 
this respect, but simply to give them what 
was necessary in the interests of education 
without offending their susceptibilities. 
H2 had spoken with many distinguished 
Irish Catholics upon this question and 
what they really objected to was that 
Irish Catholics were not in a Catholic 
atmosphere at Trinity College, which 
was a Protestant University. It seemed 
t> him that what was dreaded was that 
they would find themselves in an atmos- 
phere which vas hostile to the religion 
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in which they had been brought up. He 
did not believe that in Ireland any 
real opposition would be found to Univer- 
sity training which was undenominational, 
if there was something of a guarantee 
that the atmosphere of the University 
should be such as not to threaten the 
convictions of the students who went 
there. Thev dreaded more than any- 
thing else the influence which University 
teaching might have on religicus con- 
viction. That was nothing new. He 
knew many strong dissenters who refused 
to send their sons to the English Universi- 
ties for fear the atmosphere should lead 
them in the way of Anglicanism. He 
thought these convictions were carried 
a great deal too far, and that they had 
done a great deal of mischief in the past. 
Surely it was not beyond their power 
to found an open University—open not 
only in the sense of conforming to the 
resolutions of Maynooth, but in the 
way of providing the best lav education 
that could be found in Jreland—and 
so to select the governing body that 
there should be a negative assurance 
that there should not be an atmosphere 
hurtful in the way of direct aggression 
on the convictions or early training of 
those who were sent there. 


He did not think it was enough to make 
one University of that kind. Nothing 
more disappointed him in the Report of 
the Roval Commission of 1903 than the 
declaration that Belfast did not want 
a University in the North of Ireland. 
He did not betieve that. In Belfast 
he had talked with a good many highly 
interested people, and he could never 
find that that conviction existed. Things 
of that kind had been said, but always 
under cover of the belief that the proposal 
was to endow the Roman Catholics of 
Ireland. If one went to Belfast, a city 
teeming with wealth and activity, where 
the desire for learning was felt among 
the people, he would find—and_ he spoke 
from experience—the keenest desire that 
they should be redeemed from the 
reflection that a great city like theirs 
should be without any University life. 
The University had to be fashioned on 
a modern pattern, free from the stamp 
of religious bigotry, and to be made big 
enough; and if founded on those lines 
they would find that the people of Belfast 
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would welcome it, just as a University 
would be welcomed in the South. It 
was not beyond the wit of man to estab- 
lish two open Universities, one in Belfast 
and the other in Dublin, managed in 
the main by laymen, and free as far as 
possible from denominational taint, care 
being taken in the appointment of the 
governing body that there should be 
nothing of that aggressive atmosphere 
which those who were responsible for 
the religious training of the young men 
of Ireland feared in University teaching 
in that country. That was no new 
policy. It had been discussed for many 
years past. It was associated with some 
of the earlier utterances of the Prime 
Minister. 


He could not but fear that they 
had reached a stage at which, unless 
they did something of the kind, this 
question of Irish University education 
would remain unsolved for as long in the 
future as it had remained unsolved in 
in the past. They would reach a stage 
when it would form the strongest argu- 
ment for Home Rule. It was surely 
only by placing this question on the 
highest educational basis that they could 
secure the support of the majority of 
the people which was necessary if such 
a scheme was to be carried. Let them 
eliminate from their debates this evil 
dream of Catholic University education. 
Let them put before Parliament as their 
policy that they were seeking to establish 
in Ireland the highest education for the 
benefit both of Catholic and Protestant. 
It might be undenominationalism, but 
in Treland it must mean, and could 
only mean, the equal treatment of 
denominations. They could at least 
by equal treatment in such a fashion 
secure that the University would not 
be hall- marked as in any way repre- 
senting on the one hand a priest-ridden 
Party, or, on the other hand, the dogmas 
of Protestantism. He did feel it was 
desirable that they should try to deal 
with this question so far as possible on 
non-Party iines. He blamed the Con- 
servative Party for not dealing with it, 
for, he thought, they had had an easier 
time than those on his side oi the House 
were likely to have. He thought that, 
on his side of the House also there was 
room for blame. This was not a matter 
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for Party recriminations. They should | 


try to deal with this question in an 
enlightened fashion and on _ broad 
national lines, not as affecting Ireland 
alone, but as something affecting the 
well-being of the United Ki gdom as a 
whole. Ife caied it nothing short of a 
menace to the State that higher edu- 
cation-in Ireland should be allowed to 
remain as it was at the present time. 
[It was in the hope that they might 
come to a new state of things in which 
they would discuss education for educa- 
tion’s sake, and no longer as a branch of 
religious controversy, that he had taken 
part in this debate. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) said 
he had heard this question debated 
several times in the House, but he did 
not think he had ever heard anything 
to equal the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Haddington- 
shire. The right hon. Gentleman seemed 
to think that he had found out a new 
remedy for this great and troublesome 
question. According to him they were 
no longer to cal] it a question of a Catho- 
lic University. They were to speak of 
the “problem of higher education in 
Ireland.” He was quite willing to accept 
that view of the question if their Nation- 
alist friends would do the same, and not 
place it on the basis of denomination, 
But he thought the right hon. Gentleman 
would find very small support from the 
Nationalist Members. The hon. Mem- 
ber who moved the Motion made a fair 
and moderate speech. He said what 
was wanted was a University not fer 
Catholics as Catholics but for Irishmen 
as Irishmen. If the hon. Member had 
stopped there he should have been 
perfectly satisfied. When a University 
of that kind was given to Ireland it was 
banned after a few vears by the repre- 
sentatives of the Catholic hierarchy, be- 
cause they could not have the control they 
sought to have. He did not care 
whether they put control in the hands 
of Roman Catholic laymen or Roman 
Catholic prelates, and prelates were not 
in the position of a Protestant Bishop or 
Archbishop. No Protestant prelate ever 
dared to arrogate to himself such power 
as to say through his layman representing 
the official religion of the University, 
“This involves a question of faith and 
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morals. I say that the people of my 
flock are to take their religion from me 
and that they shall stay away and leave 
your schoolrooms empty.” That 
meant that the control must be centred 
in the Roman Catholic hierarchy. The 
Unionists in Ireland objected on prin- 
ciple to State aid being given in con- 
nection with religion to anv University. 
He, as an Irishman, was willing that every 
Roman Catholic layman should have his 
fair share of educational advantages in 
Ireland, and his fair share of educational 
control, but he was not willing that the 
University education of Ireland should 
be placed directly or indirectly under the 
control of any denominational heirarchy — 
he did not care what it was. 


They were asked what was the objection 
of Unionists in Ireland to this measure. 
First, they said in principle there should 
be no State aid given to a religion in con- 
nection with any University. Next, they 
said no University should be founded 
upon denominational lines, and for any 
one denomination more than another. 
He accepted what the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite said, that it should be for all 
Parties. Those wee the views which 
those who sent him held in reference to 
education. He knew something of the 
North of Ireland, and he could tell the 
right hon. Gentleman that even his 
great intuitive powers had failed him 
when he came in conflict with the 
Report of the Royal Commission. He 
said he had visited Belfast and had come 
to the opposite conclusion with regard to 
local wishes. ‘The Belfast people were 
too wise in their generation. They knew 
that a small denominational University 
would carry no weight. They wanted 
a hall-mark fer their young men which 
would be recognised as the stamp of 
education in the man. England, with 
its vast industrial population increasing 
in numbers, had six Universities. Its 
large centres wanted a modern type of 
University to give them something 
slightly different from what they got 
in the higher and technical schools. 
This was quite apart from any class of 
population in Ireland. Belfast was 
building a large technical school and 
would have its educational requirements 
met so far as higher and technical educa- 
tion were concerned ; but they desired 
that their University education should 
not he limited to the students sent into 
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Queen’s College, but should have a larger 
basis, and that, if possible, all Ireland 
should be brought into one University 
and get its degree from one institution. | 
They felt that everything that widened | 
the area from which the students were | 
drawn would give additional weight. to | 
the degrees conferred. Scotland had | 
four Universities, and there was no | 
country in the world where University | 
education was held so high, and where | 
the desire to obtain it so pervaded | 
every class. 


What were they to say to the facts | 
adduced to bring them to the conclu- | 
sion that they should have three Uni- 
versities in Ireland. The right hon. | 
Gentlemen said leave Dublin University | 
alone; start a University for the North | 
of Ireland at Belfast, and another for | 
the South at Cork What were the. 
figures he gave to support this proposal. 
The University of Dublin, which was to | 
ke left alone, had dwindled in numbers | 
from 1,300 to 900 in twenty years, and | 
that in spite of a very large increase in | 
Presbyterianstudents. Hedid not want to 
s vy too much in favour of Trinity College. | 
He had not hesitated to siy it had a! 
great deal to answer for with regard to. 
the position of University education in 
Ireland. He thoughtif it had been more | 
liberal in its views, and had been gov- | 
erned on a more liberal basis, it could | 
have done a good deal of itself to solve | 
the question. They could not help that, 
however ; they had to deal with existing | 
f.cts. Take Belfast. The right hon. | 
Gentleman said they had a decreasing | 
number of students in the Queen’s Col- | 
lege, although the population was growing | 
e.ormously. In Cork and Galway, also, | 
‘he number was diminishing, and yet | 
they were to come to the conclusion that | 
they ought to set up two new Universities | 
in Ireland. The c'ass of people for whom 
Queen’s College, Pelfast, was founded, | 
had never said they wanted a Univer- 
sty, and were they to be told now in 
the same breath that the numbers were 
diminishing and th:t they must start a 
new University? The right hon. Gentle- 
man said, “ Do not talk about any Roman 
Catholic atmosphere, or any Presbyterian 
dogmas, or Episcopalian atmosphere, but 
get University education for Ireland.” 


If he could persurde the Nationalists to | 
accept that he would not have much diffi- 
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culty in getting the people of Ireland to 
come to the House for money for Univer- 
sities. But that was not what was wanted. 
It would not satisfy the requirements of 
hon. Members opposite. 

Now, what were the true facts of the 
matter? The Amendment spoke of 
violence to the religious feelings of 
Catholics, but though he had listened 
to everything said on the other side he 
had heard nothing in the nature of 
any evidence adduced that there was 
violence to Catholic feeling in any of 
the existing Universities or colleges in 
Ireland. Because the managing body 


/of a University, formed from its gradu- 


ates, happened to be Protestant, and 
though they had now put the insti- 
tution on the broadest basis, and 
had offered to the Roman Catholics of 
the country the right to built a chapel 
within its walls for their religious pur- 
poses, if they would come in, could it 
be said that violence was done to the 
religious feelings of Catholics? They 
should look at the question as practical 
men, and not from the sentimental point 
of view, and it would be found that there 
was no disability any Roman Catholic 
suffered from that did not apply equally 
to Presbyterians or Episcopalians. The 
f.ct was these colleges were banned 
because they could not be controlled by 
one section of the community. They 
were told by hon. Gentlemen that they 
nad got in Ireland a purely denomina- 
tional primiry education; but the basis 
of primary education in Ireland, so far as 
the House of Commons could make it, 
Was on non-sectarian and non-denomina- 
tional lines, And it was the duty of 
the House of Commons to see that any 
new University set up should be put 
upon a basis in which no favour was 
shown to any one denomination. The 
very thing that was being done was 
the getting rid of the denominational 
system, and yet the British House of 
|Conmons was asked to establish a new 
University with an official _ religion. 
Certainly that would be a_ retrograde 
|step and going in a different way from 
| the course which had been adopted in con- 
| nection with Great Britain. He thought 
‘that the British House of Commons 
ought never in any way—either by vote, 
or enactment—t» show its sanction or 
| sympathyto any such course. 
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It had been frequently sa‘d that this 
course had the sympathy of the Prime 
Minister. He had always understood 
that the right hon. Gentleman’s views 
were that it was a matter of expediency 
and not a matter in which he considered 
it was right or logical or proper to 
establish denominational colleges in the 
Universities. He thought it was a great 
mistake to press this matter now, when 
there was something better to be done 
in a few years. So far as he was con- 
cerned, and so far as those whom he 
represented were concerned, they entirely 
dissociated themselves from the idea of 
having any separate denominational 
University either for themselves or any- 
else. They dissociated themselves 
from the idea of being parties to any un- 
fair treatment of any of their fellow-sub- 
jects in Ireland. They were perfectly 
willing to stand on the same footing with 
regard to University education, and thev 
objected to anyone being put in a different 
or worst position. 


one 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that for 
thirty years every Chief Secretary who 
had been sent from this House to govern 
Ireland had been a supporter of the 
claims of Catholics in this matter with 
the possible exception, he thought, of 
Mr. Jackson, whose views on Treland no 
one could ever ascertain. It was not 
unnatural, especially after the emphatic 
declaration to which he gave utterance 
in the House on Tuesday last, that they 
were anxious to know the views of the 
new Chief Secretary on this question of a 
Catholic University. He thought it was 
rather a sinister fact that although this 
debate had been put down for that date 
at long notice, and must have been 
known to the right hon. Gentleman ever 
since he was appointed, he had taken 
that opportunity of absenting himself 
f om the House, and all the more strange 
was it that his absence was for the pur- 
pose of paying a visit to Lord London- 
derry, and that at an early date he was 
to address a szlect representation of the 
Orangemen of Ireland under the patronage 
of Lord Londonderry, who was a re- 
cognised leader of a small bigoted gang of 
men in the North of Ireland, who for many 
years had successfully blocked — this 
question. It was rather a sinister omen 
for Irishmen, who had fought in this 
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matter for twenty-five years, as toe the 
prospect of a settlement of the question 
so long as the right hon. Gentleman 
remained in office. 


This question, it seemed to him, was 
one the importanc: of which was not 
recognised in the House. He had 
spoken at intervals for many years on 
it, and he remembered that a quarter 
of a century ago definite pledges were 
given from the then leaders of the Tory 
Party that the question would be settled 
in the following year. In h’'s opinion 
there was no question of greater im- 
portance to the well-being of Ireland 
than this question of University educa- 
tion. He did not believe there was 
any grievance which had inflicted a 
deadlier wound upon the _ [Irish 
nation than the denial to the people of 
access to higher education. He had 
always held that they could not have in 
any country a proper system of education, 
primary or secondary, unless they had a 
proper system of University and higher 
education. Some people held the view 
that they should begin at the bottom and 
then rear up astructure. He held a 
totally different view, namely, that the 
true foundation of a proper system of 
education was to make provision for the 
higher education of the people, and that 
they could not have effective primary or 
secondary education until the higher 
education of the people was properl~- 
provided for. 


Allusion had been made to the Royal 
Commission which commenced its labours 
in 1901. Although that Report had been 
treated with the utmost possiblecontempt, 
and appeared never to have engaged 
the attention of the Government for a 
moment, it was really a valuable and 
instructive document. As to the bearing 
of University education on the other 
branches of the education of the people 
the Royal Commission said that every 
year more than 300 primary school 
teachers were sent out by the training 
colleges in Dublin and Belfast, and that, 
with facilities such as were provided 
in Wales, at least 100 of them 
might obtain the advantages of 
a University training. Further, the 
Report said that a large part of the 
teaching in literary and scientific subjects 
at present given in the training colleg:s 
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might be undertaken much more fruit- 
fully by a University college. He entirely 
agreed with that view. No language 
was too stronz to describe the condition 
of education in Ireland. The primary 
and secondary schools were in a retro- 
grade condition. There was a lack of 
co-ordination throughout the whole edu- 
cational system of the country, which 
had inflicted a deidly wound, and was 
Ike a consumption throughout the whole 
structure of society in Ireland. In 
Ireland more than ir any _ other 
civilised country there was _ necessity 
for co-ordination on account of 
the arrears in education and the 
great poverty of the people. 


As to technical education, they had an 
enormous sum of money set aside for a 
college in Dublin, from which they were 
promised greit things, and they had an 
elaborate and wasteful system of in- 
spectors and instructors. Never was there 
inflicted upon an unfortunate and poverty- 
stricken country a greater fraud than the 
whole of this system. Not that he did 
not approve of technical instruction, or 
believe it was necessary in Ireland, but 
he considered they had commenced at 
the wrong end, and that, instead of 
beginning by reforming the ordinary 
system of instructionin the country, they 
had squandered untold sums on this sys- 
tem of technical education, which could 
never be got to work properly until they 
had got the other svstem into working 
order, The Irish people were in great dan- 
ger of having in‘licted upon them the very 
worst formof Socialism by being trained 
in sham science and technical education 
when there was no proper foundation of 
ordinary education on which to build 
the other structure. He knew of no 
more contemptible persons than the 
class of men with whom they were 
familar in Ireland who had a small 
smattering of practic:l science. There 
was a great danger that these men, who 
went round the country, would demoralise 
the whole country, and really they were 
doing ‘their best to uproot that healthy 
end glorious love of tru: knowledge which 
had always been characteristic of the Irish 
race. He desired to sav a word for that 
unfortunate individual, the uneducated 


man, who could neither read nor write and 
was condemned on all sides. He had met 
amongst his countrymen in America and | 
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were far better educated men than many 
of the instructors who were going about 
Ireland. In the company of the men he 
had mentioned he would rather spend his 
time, and from them he could get instruc- 
tion which could not be obtained fro-y 
these instructors. 


Instead of progressing, Ireland wa; 
going back in education, and was in 
dinger of getting worse from year to 
year. When the question of Irish edu- 
cation was discussed on April 1th last 
year, the late Chief Secretary said that the 
Government could not allow a new dis- 
parity to be made between England an| 
Ireland in respe:t of education, and that 
althouzh the difficulties were great it 
was the duty of Parliament to get over 
or round them or in some way get beyond 
them so as to prevent new disabilities on 
the rising generation of a country for 
whose wellare they held themselves 
constitutionally responsible. In the firs: 
week of this session he asked the Chie! 
Secretary whether the Government pro- 
posed to introduce any legislation this 
vear dealing with the question of Irish 
education in any branch. The Answer of 
the late Chief Secretary was ‘“ No, Sir.” 
That was the kind of treatment to which 
thev had been subjected year after year. 
The loyal crowd which ruled Ireland 
had gone. They took no interest in 
education. It was a subject that did 
not interest the Orange Party. He 
would dispose if he could of the false 
statement, repeated ad nauseam in this 
country, that what they wanted was to 
control the University. He noticed that 
a most respectible Unionist paper in this 
country which for twenty years had 
supported their demand for a University 
did not even seem to appreciate the 
position. The Spectator said they be- 
lieved and had always believed that 
what the Irish demanded as best for 
themselves, namely, a University con- 
trolled by ecclesiastics, was the worst 
thing they could have, but as they had 
asked for it they ought to have it. But 
they never did demand it and would not 
be willing to accept it. Was it not 
amazing that this statement was repeated 
not by their enemies, but by a Unionist 
paper which had supported their demands 
for twenty years. They had never de- 
manded nor did they demand now a 
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University which was to be controlled 
by ecclesiastics. The present situation 
was that the Government had forced 
upon them a University College, miser- 
ably endowed no doubt, but which was 
kept up by £6,000 a year of the State’s 
money, which was absolutely controlled 
by ecclesiastics, for, while the Government 
said they could not have a free University 
maintained by State money, it compelled 
them to acecept a University governed by 
a Jesuit. Father Delaney, who appeared 
as a witness before the Roval Commission, 
and who was one of the ablest men in 
Ireland, and who gave his evidence 
exceedingly frankly, said— 

“University College, Dublin, is a Royal 
College under the management of the Jesuit 
Order.” 


and then the Report went on— 


“The government of the colleze is entirely in 
the hands of the president, who is a member of 
ths Jesuit Order. Appointments for the 
teiching staff of the colleze are made by him, 
ani the tenure of office of the professors and 
other officers is governed by whatever rules he 
may think it desirable to make.” 


Was that their idea of a free University. 
Why did they vote money for that and 
then have the consummate hypocrisy to 
tell the Irish people they wanted a Uni- 
versity controlled by ecclesiastics? Was 
it not hard for Irishmen to have patience 
when treated in such a way as this? 
Tle professors of this college were paid 
£600 annually, and six of those gentlemen 
gave up all their salary to the college to 
enable it to buy coals and to pay its 
rent. The only University Ireland had 
been able to obtain from the English 
Parliament was one under the absolute 
control of a Jesuit priest. The truth of 
the matter was that the whole of the 
Goverament of Ireland was saturated 
with hypocrisy and make-believe. 


They had heard from the hon. Member 
for South Derry that primary education 
for Ireland was set up asa purely sec- 
tarian system by Parliament and was to 
give education to all religious denomina- 
tions. That was the system originally 
set up by this Parliament, but when it 
crossed the Channel it was found to be 
impossible and it was abandoned, and 
they adopted the only system that would 
be tolerated, yet they now said they 
could not give the money for a 
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college where there was any restraint 
on the freedom of the teaching that 
went on. The ignorance of this 
country upon this subject was simply 
amizing. The great argument used was 
that they could not vote money for a 
University controlled by ecclesiastics, but 
they voted money every year to great 
free institutions like the Queen’s Colleges 
of Ireland. Every professor who went 
into a Queen’s College had to sign the 
following declaration— 

“T, A. B.,do hereby promise to the President 
and Council of Queen’s Colleze that I will 
faithfully and to the best of my ability dis- 
charg? the duties of professor of in the 
sail college, and [ further promise and engage 
that in lecturing and examining and in the per- 
formances of all other duties connected with my 
Chair IT will carefully abstain from teaching 
or advancing any doctrine or miking any state- 
ment derogatory to the truths of revealed 
religion or injurious or disrespectful to the 
religious convictions of any portion of my class 
or audience. And I moreover promise to the 
President and Council that I will not intro- 
duce or discuss in my place or capacity of pro- 
fessor any subject of controversy, political or re- 
ligious, tending to produce contention or excite 
ment nor will I engage in any avocation which the 
Council shall judge inconsistent with my office. 
but will as far as in me lies promote on all 
oceasions the interests of education and the 
welfare of the college.” 

It was right to point out that the last 
official statement of the Bishops issued in 
1897 dd not insist on the © strict 
denominationalism formeriv demanded. 
The Bishops therein declared their readi- 
ness to accept the Test Acts and to open 
the emoluments of the institutions to all 
comers. They also accepted the principle 
that laymen should preponderate on 
the governing body. And they also 
accepted the principle that the free- 
dom of the professors in their teaching 
was to be safeguarded by an 
independent body of visitors. Surely 
that was not an_ ecclesiastically- 
governed University. Taking the de- 
mands and resolutions of the Bishops 
themselves it was a gross mis-statement 
to say that they wanted an ecclesiasti- 
cally-governed University. What did 
the laity demiud? This was not, as 
hon. Members and the Government had 
all along tried to show, a matter between 
themselves and the Catholic Bishops. 
The question mainly cone:rned the 
Catholic laity of Ireland, and the laity 
had a right to be heard. In the debate 


of 1898, Mr. Courtney, who might fairly 
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be taken as a leading ch«mpion of unde- 
nominational education, declared that he 
would be quite prepared to grant the 
Nationalist demard if they would accept 
a democratically-governcd University in 
which the governing body was recruitcd 
from the graduates. In Deccmber last 
he read the speech at a meeting in Dublin 
of a new society of Catholic graduates 
and undergraduates, and stated that as 
a Catholic layman he was prepared to 
accept ard support such a scheme, giving 
the Bishops, if they chose, a small repre- 
sentation de jure on the board. No objec- 
tion hed been raised by any lecdirg 
Catholic layman to that view, and he 


1 ow esked whether the House of Com- 


mons was prepared to refuse such a Uni- 
versity ? 

They were not without experience 
as to the working of such a scheme and 
the attitude of the Bishops toit. Nothing 
was more interesting in the history of 
education in Ireland than the career and 
present position of the Catholic Univer- 
sity School of Medicine in Dublin. When 
after many years that £chool of Medicine, 
havirg been boycotted by the Govern- 
ment and refused power to grant 
degrees, came to the end of its resources, 
and could no longer keep its doors open, 
the Bishops handed over the arts faculty 
to the Jesuits, and set up the Catholic 
School of Medicine as an independent 


body. They applied to the Commis- 
sioners of Education for statutory 


power to frame a constitution, A 
very liberal constitution was drawn 
up; the school was governed by four 
ex officio members, two being deans 
in residence and two Bishops; six mem- 
bers were elected by the faculty, and 
four were appointed by the Bishops from 
among the Catholic doctors of Dublin. 
How had that system worked? The ez 
officio Bishops hardly ever went near the 
place, and the government of the school 
ad practically passed into the hands of 
the faculty, who appointed the teachers 
and controlled the teaching. Without 
endowment or recognition by the Govern- 
ment that schocl was to-day admittedly 
the best medica] school in Ireland. In 
the face of such an example of liverality, 
was it not monstrous that Irish young 
men should be blindly refused University 
education because Parliament was domin- 
ated by outworn prejudices and false 
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catch cries, which hed been handed down 
from generation to generation, but for 
which there was not a shadow of justifi- 
cation? In the whole civilised world 
there was not a more scandalous spectacle 
than that schcol presented. Most of its 
professors hed studied in the leading 
cities on the Continent; there was an 
enormous number of earnest students. 
and the professors of physiolegy and 
practical chemistry had to lecture twice 
a day because the lecture-rooms were so 
small; but the Government would not 
give them a penny towards the cost of 
larger rooms, ard they had none of those 
laboratories or ex pensive appliances which 
with superabounding generosity Con- 
tirental Governments supplied to their 
schools. All these advantages were 
denied to the Catholic School of 
Medicine, but at the same time money 
was being squandered to an appalling 
amount on every conceivab!e form 
of humbug and mock education. 
The Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction wes spendig 
£41,000 a year in salaries for an army of 
offiials who were of no advantage to the 
country; but this School of Medicine, 
doing the best work that the country 
could show, was boycotted and starved 
by the paternal Government under which 
they lived. 


What was the recent his‘ory of this 
University question? So far from any 
progress having been made, they were 
farther from a settlement than ever. 
In 1901 the Government appointed a 
Royal Commission, for which the 
Nationalist Party disclaimed any responsi- 
bility whatever, to inquire into the 
facilities existing in Ireland for Univer- 
sity education ; but from the scope of that 
Commission Trinity College was most 
carefully excluded. The Prime Minister’s 
speeches had long since ceased to raise any 
hope in his breast, but on April 22nd, 
1901, the right hon. Gentleman said— 

“Tt is necessary in this question that we 
should have the fullest information on the sub- 
ject, and I trust that when the Commission 
reports, which I do not think will be very 
long, the result will be that the public 
opinion in this country will render it perfectly 
possible for the House to deal practically with 
the problem which I have been endeavouring 
to elucidate.” 

The Commission, taking two years to 
investigate the question, presented thei 
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Report, and a more interesting document 
was never issued. Ifhon. Members would 
read the three volumes of evidence 
as he had done—he did not sup- 
pose they would—they would obtain 
really exhaus'ive information on the Irish 
University question. The Commission had 
a splendid representation of all that was 
best in the English educational world, 
but it was characteristically manned, 
since, although appointed to inquire 
into the grievances of Irish Catholics, 
it had not a single Irish Catholic 
layman upon it. The Commissioners, in 
summarising their conclusions, declared 
that— 

“The present arrangement by which the 
degrees of the Royal University are attainable 
by examination alone has lowered the ideals of 
University life and education in Ireland and 
should be abolished, and that the system by 
which, in making appointments to the senate 
and offices, account must be taken of the 
religious profession of the person to be appointed 
with a view to maintaining an even balance 
between Churches is educationally unsound.” 

Andsothev went oncondemning seriatim 
every provision fer University education, 
and they drew up an elaborate scheme, to 
which all the Commissioners agreed, 
suggesting the remedy. One recommenda- 
tion was that the endowment and equip- 
ment of a new college in Dublin should 
be on the scale required by a University 
college of the first rank. That college was 
to be for Catholics, and they framed a 
coustitution not as liberal as the one 
which he proposed on behalf of the Irish 
Party. That Report was presented in 
1963, but it had since been thrown into 
the wastepaper basket and not the 


slightest notice had been taken of it. | 


He had in his hand the separate note of 
Professor Dickey who represented the 
Presbyterians of the North, and he 
appeared to be a more liberal representa- 
tive of the Presbyterians than they were 
accustomed to meet in the House of 
Commons. Professor Dickey represented 
Magee College, which trained the clergy 
of the Presbyterian Church, and he 
strongly supported the proposition of the 
First Lord of the Treasury, as set forth 
in his letter to his constitutents, recom- 
mending the establishment and endow- 
ment of a separate University to meet 
the wants of the Catholics in Ireland, a 
proposition which he considered was the 
only practical solution. He did not need 
to labour any other portion of that 
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Report. He thought the First Lord of 
the Treasury would agree that he was 
not at all exaggerating when he 
declared that this was one of the 
weightiest condemnations ever pro- 
nounced upon the educational system of 
Ireland. And yet that Report was never 
discussed in the House, and no attempt 
had been made by the Government to 
frame a scheme upon the recommenda- 
tions of that Report. The men who de- 
voted so much labour to investigating 
this question were men of great dis- 
tinction, and he thought they had been 
treated in a very scurvy fashion by the 
Grovernment. 


In the autumn of 1903, shortly after 
this Report was issued, rumours began 
to circulate that the Government 
had decided to take no action on 
it but that they had a totally new 
scheme. Ireland was thick with rumours 
of this new plan to settle the University 
question, but throughout the summer 
and autumn of 1903 not a single Member 
of the Nationalist Party was permitted to 
hear what this scheme was. They heard 
some extraordinary rumours. I[t was 
said that Sir Antony MacDonnell went 
to Belfast and promised them large sum; 
of money if they would agree to this 
new scheme, He went to Trinity 
College and promised them £10,000 or 
£20,000 a vear if they would agree to 
the scheme. He wished to know, did 
the Government authorise Sir Antony 
MacDonnell to promise £20,000 a 
year to Trinity College? He thought 
that a Question on which he was en- 
titled to have an Answer. He noticed 
that the right hon. Gentleman repre- 
senting Trinity College was engaged in 
conversation with the First Lord of the 
Treasury, and perhaps he woul be able 
to tell him whether he was correct or 
not when he stated that this offer had 
been made to Trinity College. If this 
offer had been made with the approval of 
the Government he was not finding fault 
with it, but he wanted to know whether it 
was the action of the Government. He 
wanted to know what were the principles 
and the methods by which Ireland was 
governed. This kind of thing went on 
during the autumn of 1503, and finally 
their hopes were raised by a remarkable 
letter published on the very last dav of 


' 1903 in the Press by Lord Dunraven. 
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He thought they were entitled to know 
from the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether that letter, which raised the 
hopes of the Irish people to the highest 
possible point, was published with the 
consent of the late Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, and was the First Lord of the 
Treasury a party to that transaction. 
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Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchi ster, E.) was understood 
to say that he knew nothing about it. 


Mr. DILLON said the right hon. 
Gentleman professed to know nothing 
about it, but was it nota monstrous thing 
that the Trish people should be deluded 
in this way. An official offered £10,000 
to Trinity College and the First Lord of 
the Treasury knew nothing about it. 
Servants of the Government were allowed 
to offer large financial bribes to the Pres- 
byterians of Belfast [MINISTERIAL Cries 
of ‘*Order, order!”] He did not mean 
anything offensive, and he would say 
that servants of the Government were 
allowed to offer large financial in- 
ducements to get them to agree toa 
scheme, and then they were told that the 
Fovernment knew nothing about it. 
He did not wonder that the Bishops of 
Ireland were so bitter after the way they 
had been treated. The Bishops asked 
how far they would go and they accepted 
the scheme only on the understanding 
that the Government meant business. 
Now they were told that the Govern- 
ment never meant business at all. 
They were to have a great debate later 
on upon the whole question of these 
devolution proposals, and the proceedings 
which led up to them. That would be a 
very interesting debate ; but nevertheless 
they were entitled to know the relations 
of the Government in regard to the 
proceedings of Sir Antony MacDonnell 
upon this University question. These 
proceedings took place more than a year 
ago, and there had been ample oppor- 
tunities for the Attorney-General to find 
out who was at the back of the Dunraven 
letter upon the University question. 
Why did the right hon. Gentleman not 
set his detectives to work to discover 
where the letter was written. He really 
thought that this was a very significant 
illustration of the whole method of Irish 
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Government, and it had added enormously 


to the exasperation of those who were so 
deeply interested in this question. 


been 
Irish Seere- 


For thirty years they had 
promised by successive 
taries and successive Prime  Minis- 
ters that this question would be 
settled in the House of Commons, but 
since last year a backward step had been 
taken which, if adhered to, would put a 
perpetual barrier between them and the 
realisation of their hopes. They were 
told by the Chief Seeretary for Ireland 
last year that no settlement could be 
attempted, or ought to be attempted, 
until there was absolute unanimity, 
The First Lord of the Treasury for the 
first time stated categorically thit this 
question could never be made a Govern- 
ment question in the House o: Commons, 
and he went on to say that it must be 
settled in some other way. He said that 
itmustbesettled asCatholic Emancipation 
was settled. Was Catholic Emancipation 
not made a Government <uestion ? 
What great Irish grievance was there which 
was ever settled without being made a 
Government question? Supposing the 
doctrine had been set up in the past that no 
remedy should be applied as long as a 
minority was opposed to it—where would 
they have been in regard to the land 
question, Catholic Emancipation, the 
tithes question, and the disestablishment 
of the Irish Church? In spite of all the 
bitter and vehement opposition of the 
Protestants of Ireland who belonged to 
the Established Church of Ireland, Mr. 
Gladstone was not afraid to take up that 
great question. Why should the Prime 
Minister and the Government be afraid 
to take up this greater question, so far as 


‘the interests of Ireland were concerned, of 


| 


higher education for the Catholics of 
Ireland? Why should he shrink back 
before a small and diminishing section of 
the most bigoted Protestants in Ireland, 
and tell the Irish peop'e that they mus* 
do without University education practl 
cally for ever so long as they could not 
convert the Orange Members of Parlia- 
ment? He remembered seven ye irs ago 
the eloquent words in which the right 
hon, Gentleman appealed to the {nionis* 
Party to remove this great reproach. 
Seven years had passed and they were 


further away from the goal to-day. No 
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Government had the right to exist for 
one day longer than the time when it had 
adinitted that it was unable to provide 
for the education of the people. The 
Unionist Party had now had ten years 
of power with an enormous majority, 
and they had through the mouth of their 
leader admitted the grievance, and 
although they had been entreated to 
remedy that grievance they had refused. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down in the 
earlier portion of his speech was good 
enough to refer to many statements 
which it has been my duty from time to 
time to make in this House, in terms far 
too favourable for the merits of those 
statements, but with the addendum that 
he did not think it possible I should be 
to add on the present occasion 
either to the earnestness or to the force 
of the appeals which I had made before, or 
materially to increase the strength of the 
arguments. which have always seemed to 
me to point in the direction of improving 
the opportunities of University education 
in Ireland. The hon. Gentleman spoke 
quite accurately ; there is nothing that 
[ can say to-day which will add, either to 
the argumentative or to the rhetorical 
weight of any appeals which [ may 
have before made to the House, and 
through the House to the country. I 
have sorrowfully to admit that when 
the hon. Gentleman says that since those 
appeals were made this particular cause 
has as yet made no particular progress, 
either in the House or in the country, 
[ tind it impossible, as an honest man, to 
say that in my judgment he is wrong, 
[ think that while the hon. Gentleman 
has done me justice, and more than justice 
perhaps, in that part of his speech, he 
has done me something less than justice 
in the later remarks he made. He has 
asked me whether [ was aware of negotia- 
tions which he says were going on in 
Ireland, and whether | was responsible 
for plans that he seems to think had 
emanated from the Cabinet or from 
myself in connection with University 
education in that country. He is entirely 
mistaken; I have done my best to 
persuade this House, and my countrymen 
at large, that the question of higher 
elucation in Ireland was one urgently 
deserving of their sympathetic attention, 
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but I have never mixed myself up in any 
way with—indeed, [ was not aware of— 
the transactions to which the hon. 
Gentleman referred in the latter part of 
his remarks. 


If we only listened to the argu- 
mentative basis of the speeches on 
either side which have been put forth 
to-day, it would, I think, puzzle the 
auditor who for the first time became 
acquainted with this controversy to say 
where the insuperable difficulty lay in 
settling the question of higher education 
in Ireland. My hon. and learned 
friend the Member for South Derry 
made a very able speech against 
the Amendment, and laid down cer- 
tain propositions which he said ought 
to govern any dealings with educa- 
tion, whether primary, secondary, 
or University, in Ireland, conditions 
which, if granted, would make him and 
hon. Gentlemen opposite fellow-workers 
onthe same principles. I cannot make 
out that the principles laid down by my 
hon. and learned friend are principles 
repudiated by hon. Gentlemen ; [listened 
with attention to what he said; he 
seemed to think that any system of 
education was satisfactory which, being 
established by this House, provided 
that there were to be no tests, and pro- 
vided that there was not to be anything 
in the nature of public funds devoted 
to denominational purposes. But in 
any scheme which I, at all events, have 
endeavoured to advocate either in this 
House or elsewhere, | have never sug- 
gested eit her that there should be denomi- 
national tests applied to a new college 
or a new University, or that the funds 
which this House might give to such 
college or University should be, in even 
the smallest part, devoted to interests 
which would properly be described as 
denominational. Therefore, it would 
seem that my hon. and learned friend 
and [ ought to have no difficulty in agree- 
ing on this matter. I have listened to 
speeches by hon. Gentlemen opposite this 
afternoon, speeches of great ability and in 
some cases of great eloquence, and I do 
not make out that they have claimed oa 
their part that the principles on which 
my hon. and learned friend and I are 
agreed should be transgressed by them 
if they had their way, and were able to 
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obtain the educational advantages which, 
beyond all question, are urgently re- 
quired in the interests of higher education 
in Ireland. 


My hon. and learned friend on that 
last point seemed to hold a view 
which I frankly admit I cannot agree 


with. Ido agree as to the undenomina- 
tional character of any new educational 
establishment which we ought to 
set up, but where I differ from 
him is as to the need of setting 
up such an establishment. My hon. 
and learned friend appears to think 


that Ireland is already amply provided 
for, has all that a country of 4,000,000 
and more inhabitants should have in the 
way of provision of University training ; 
and he took advantage of certain statis- 
tics brought before the House. by, the 
right hon. Member for Haddington, 
who pointed out that Trinity, College, 
Dublin, and the Queen’s Colleges} had 
all diminished in the number of their 
students in the course of the last twenty 
vears. My hon. and learned friend 
asked, if that were the condition of Irish 
higher education, if that were taken as 
the true measure of the demand made 
by the Irish people for higher education, 
what was the object of spending more 
or establishing new institutions, when 
the old institutions are already in excess 
of any demand likely to be made upon 
them. I cannot agree with that view. 
It is true, and it is a melancholy truth, 
that Trinity College has somewhat dimin- 
ished in the number of its students; 
but I take it that is due principally to 
the great agricultural revolutions through 


which Ireland has passed since 188], 
which have gravely diminished the 


resources, and have perhaps not incon- 
siderably diminished the number of that 
class which used to send their sons to 
Trinity College. It is impossible in 
such a state of things that you should 
expect the number to be kept up to the 
old standard; and the only indication 
that that gives of the need for higher 
education in Ireland is to show that one 
class, at all events, which greatly desired 
education is less prosperous and numerous 
than it was. With regard to Queen’s 
College, Belfast, which, situated as it 
is in the midst of a wealthy, thriving. 
progessive, and energetic community, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


Supply (Civil Services and {COMMONS} 


Revenue Dep's, Estimates). 136 
ought, one would have supposed, to 
have increased, as that community 
itself has, I can see that the diminution 
in numbers may have more than one 
cause. But the principal cause is due 
to the sinister effects which I think the 
Royal University is having upon the 
interests of higher education in Ireland. 


The Royal University, I believe, does 
do a great deal of very excellent work ; 
but one thing it does do, and must do 
by the very nature of its institution, 
which is not at all excellent—it substi- 
tutes openly and avowedly a system 
of examination for a system of Univer- 
sity training. It enables the student 
who has gone through nothing in the 
nature of a University discipline, but 
who has gone to the coach or tLe crammet 
with an assiduity sufficient to enable him 
to pass a degree, to go forth to the world 
as a Bachelor or Master of Arts, or as one 
qualified by his training to rank with those 
who have attended the great Universities 
of England, Scotland, or the Continent 
Let us thrust away this fallacy from 
among us, let us not give in to the 
narrowest and shallowest view that can 
possibly be taken of University educa- 
tion, which concentrates attention on 
the examination which concludes thi 
University career as if that were the one 
thing that gave University training 
value; whereas J am not sure that there 
might not be very strong reasons given 
for holding that in those Universities 
which either have not got final examina- 
tions, or attach no value to them, or in 
Universities in the past when they did 
not have final examinations, the education 
was just as good, just as broad, and 
satisfactory in the culture it gave, as 
the more modern and elaborate system 
to which we have become too accustomed. 
But whether the system of examination 
now prevailing in England be right or 
wrong, not one of those who are in favour 
of it will dare in these days to advocate 
the heresy that it is the examination, 
or success in the examination, which 
gives the true measure of what educa- 
tional life can give to the youth of a 
country. The Roval University, what- 
ever services it may have done to Ireland, 
has certainly done her great disservice 
if and in so far as it has spread abroad 
the idea that all that a University can 
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give may be readily, cheaply, and ex- 
peditiously obtained by a success in 
some examination. I think that accounts, 
partially at all events, for the diminu- 
tion in the number of students at the 
great colleges. 


At Queen’s College, Belfast, there 
may be found another reason. I fear 
that college in some important 
respects is without the fund which would 
mable it to rank as a fully equipped 
University college. It lacks the means. 
It may be said that Belfast could provide 
it with the means; I do not argue that ; 
but one thing is certain, this House 
cannot provide the means. It is impos- 
sible for any Government, or any Chief 
Secretary, to come to this House and 
ask for additional funds for Queen’s 
College, Belfast, unless while bringing 
that great institution up to a higher 
educational level they are not leaving 
wholly untouched the grievance which has 
been brought beforeus bythe Amendment. 
One most unhappy result of leaving this 
question unsettled is that it not merely 
injures the higher education which other- 
wise the Roman Catholic population of 
Ireland might enjoy, but stunts and 
sterilises the means of education which 
ire already at the disposal of Protestants 
ind Presbyterians in that college. 


that 


While, therefore, for these reasons Lam 
11 whole-hearted sympathy with those 
who desire to see this question settled 
| confess there is in the methods in which 
we are asked to assist in it a certain 
tone which I think Englishmen and 
Scotchmen naturally resent. The hon. 


Gentleman who has just sat down 
, ita Va eof l ig . 
sald, “Wou refuse to do this, and 
vou refuse to do that. You refuse to 


give the form of education you desire.” 
fi one sense that is true. It is true 
that this House has not given the money 
to provide a complete scheme of higher 
education for Ireland; but then this 
House has never given money for that 
purpose either to England or to Scotland. 
[ am one of those who think that the 
present condition of Ireland justifies 
special provisions being made by the 
Parliament of the United Kingdom ; but 
[ do not think that Irish Meinbers 
further their cause whei they say to 
Englishmen and Scotchmen, “ It is your 
plain and obvious duty to give us those 





Supply (Cri! Servicesand {15 Aprit 1905} 


Revenue Depts. Estimates). 13 

gifts which you do not give to English 
and Scotch Universities.” Even the 
additional grant proposed to be given 
to English Universities will not raise 
the amount given by this House to higher 
education in England up to the level per 
head of population of that already given 
to Ireland. Hon. Gentlemen may think 
that the money is illused in Ireland, 
but as regards the mere amount of the 
Vote from this House, estimated per head 
of population, it is larger in Ireland than 
in this country. I think that considera- 
tion might modify the tone of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. But we all know 
that, unless this House will ¢»me to the 
rescue of Irishmen in this matter, it is 
hardly possible that, from their own 
resources, they should be able to supply 
all that is required for a completely 
equipped University college. 


Some hon. Gentlemen have disoussed 
the merits or demerits of Trinity 
College, Dublin; and I[ think my 
hon. and learned friend on this side 
of the House, while sympathising 
with Trinity College, threw out the 
idea that, after all, as now at Trinity 
College there were no tests, as every 
opportunity was given there, and every 
advantage extended to Roman Catholics 
to take advantage of its teaching, it 
would be undoubtedly foolish to establish 
another University where already a 
University exists which would do all that 
is required. I am not, and never have 
been, quite certain whether those who 
use that argument are dealing quite 
sincerely with their own convictions. 
Does my hon. friend on this side of the 
House and those who agree with him 
on the other side wish to turn Trinity 
College into an institution in which the 
majority of the professors and students 
should be Roman Catholics? I have 
never concealed my view that [ should 
regard such a result with the utmost 
dismay. Trinity College has been by 
character and inception—actually by 
law and by statute for the greater part 
of history, but since 1873 by 
character and inception—a Protestant 
institution. Many Roman Catholics, I 
am glad to think, have gained by its 
teaching; but the flavour, the atmos- 
phere, as my hon. friend has called it, 
of the institution is, and always has 


its 
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Leen, Protestant. Is there any Pro- 
testant in this House who sincerely wishes 
that to be changed? And if no Pro- 
testant wishes it to be changed, what is 
the only inference ¢ The only inference 
is either that they are prepared serenely 
to say that Roman Catholics are to 
have no higher education or they are 
prepared to have some other institu- 
tion in which higher education can be 
given to Roman Catholics. There is no 
other way out of that difficulty if the 
Roman Catholics of Ireland are to 
attend University education in anything 
like proportion to their numbers. 
course the wealthy classes, those who 
are most able to give their children a 
University education, are for the most 
part Protestants, but put the proportion 
as you like. Do not drive arithmetic 
to its extreme conclusions, but let us 
suppose that if as many Roman Catholics 
as could be induced to take advantage 
of higher education were to go to Trinity 
College, it is beyond doubt that that 
college would change in its character. 
But if they are not to go to that college, 
where are they to go? Therefore I say 
every man who sincerely wishes the two 
things I wish for—namely, that Trinity 
College should remain as it is and that the 
Roman Catholic population should have 
full advantage of University education 
—is driven to the conclusion, as I have 
been driven, that you must find other 
provision for them. I wish that dilemma 
would be met by any Gentleman differing 
from me in this respect who is going to 
follow me in the debate. It is a very 
plain issue I put forward, and I should 
like to know if hon. Gentlemen can solve 
that riddle to which I can find only one 
answer and to which I believe only one 
answer is possible. 

I do not propose to add any- 
thing more to what the hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down has rightly 
described as the countless speeches 
IT have made on this subject. I have | 
never seen or heard any answer to the 
broad line of argument I have advanced. 
It only remains for me to deal with the 
personal part of the question to which 
the hon. Gentleman has called attention, | 
and which figured largely in the latter 
part of the speech of the hon. Member | 
for Mayo. I have been attacked—I | 
do not say unfairly or harshly attacked | 


Mr. A.J. Balfovr, 
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—but I have been attacked because, 
holding these opinions and being a 
member of a Government which has 
now been in office a good many years, 
I have done nothing to advance the 
views I have consistently advocated. 
It is quite true that nothing has been 
done ; but have I ever held out from the 
very beginning of this controversy the 
smallest expectation that the Govern- 
ment as a whole in the present state 
of public opinion could be got to agree 
on this question? J think I may lk 
open to the observation that gentlemen 
in office have no right to have privat 
opinions, and, if they have private 
opinions, they should be carefully 
kept under control, and they should 
on no public question express a 
desire for a certain policy unless they 
know they can give effect to it by the 
united action of the Cabinet and of the 
Party supporting them. I think there is 
something to be said for that view. Cer- 
tainly it would save those who hold 
opinions to which their colleagues and 
their Party do not agree a great deal ot 
inconvenience if it were understood to 
be correct. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S$.) 
said that In lus presence in August, 1&8), 
the right hon. Gentleman said he would 
make this the first or one of the principal 
measures in the next Government, and 
that he would postpone the training 
colleges to a University scheme for 
Ireland. That promise was repeated in 
September of the same year in a cele- 
brated speech. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not re 
member the speech to which the hon. 
I have referred to the 
letters to which constant reference has 
been made this afternoon, written to my 
constituents in 1898 and 1899, and there 
I distinctly laid it down that it was a 
personal opinion and that it could only 
be carried out as a Party measure; and 


I believe I expressed that opinion long 


anterior to those letters, and I certainly 
have held it in subsequent years and | 
do not think events have changed. | 


-have done my best in this House at 


some personal sacrifice, at the cost of 
some unpopularity, in a manner by no 
means approved of by those on whose 
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support I depend in my own constituency. 
I have steadily advocated this cause. I 
have not succeeded in converting either 
the House or the country, or the Party 
to which I have the honour to belong, or 
the Cabinet of which I have the honour 
to be a member. It may have been the 
fault of my arguments or of my methods 
of expressing them. Ii so, I regret it. 
But it is absolute folly to expect that in 
matters where religion comes in, as it does 
in this matter—religion, the great divider 
of mankind—you will be able to get a 
Party or a Government in line on a ques- 
tion which arouses feelings, and prejudices, 
I am bound to add, which have their 
roots in so ancient a past and whose 
vigour the passage of years does not 
appear in any sense to diminish. 





The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down said no Government was worthy to 
exist for a moment which did not deal with 
this admitted grievance, if there be an 
admitted grievance. 


Mr. DILLON: It is an admitted 
grievance. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then what 
Government in this country will be worthy 
to exist fora moment ? Does he suppose 
that when the occupants of the rather 
thinly furnished Front Bench opposite in 
the course of events come into office they 
will find it easier to deal as a Government 
with this question? Is there a better 
agreement among Gentlemen on that side 
of the House than on this side with re- 
gard to higher education in Ireland ? 
If I thought there was, I should for the 
first time see a reason to congratulate 
myself upon a change of Government. 


Mr. DILLON: Gentlemen on _ this 
side of the House, recognising their in- 
capacity to deal with the question, are 
anxious to let us deal with it ourselves. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Are they 
anxious? They took very good care last 
night to avoid saying so. I do not see 
signs of unanimous anxiety on their side. 
Supposing that is so, I am quite unable to 
distinguish between giving a form of 
government to Ireland which we know 
would produce certain results to which 


one objects and producing those results | 
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directly. There is an hon. Gentleman 
opposite who I believe has a very violent 
objection to this proposal or anything 
like this proposal, but he would have no 
objection, as [ understand it, to doing it 
at second hand. 


Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) : 
[ should have the strongest possible 
objection. [ voted without knowing 
that the clause which permitted this to 
be done in the Bill of 1893 was slipped in 
at the last moment. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Lapologise to the 
hon. Gentleman. The last thing I should 
desire would be to misrepresent him. 
There is an end of the idea that he is 
going to get out of the responsibility by 
wishing to give Home Rule. [A Narion- 
aALIst Member: It does not matter 
about him.] It is not for me to judge 
whether the estimate the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Louth Division 
has formed of the Gentlemen below the 
gangway or the estimate which the 
Gentlemen below the gangway have 
formed of the Member for the Louth 
Division is the right one. I can only 
say, as regards the future of this question, 
which, I fear, has not advanced, that I 
have no hope of seeing it settled by the 
formal ordinary action of one Party or of 
the other. It can only be settled as other 
religious questions have been settled, not 
by legislation undertaken formally by 
any Government, but by the co-opera- 
tion of the majority of the House if and 
when the majority of the House, from 
whichever side it is drawn, come to the 
conclusion that this is a question which 
ought to be dealt with. 


Mr. DILLON: What question does 
the right hon. Gentleman allude to ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will not go into 
the question now. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman what religious 
question was ever settled by this House 
on non-Party lines? Was the Reforma- 
tion or Catholic Emancipation ? 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR : I will not go into 
that question. If it pleases the,thon. 
Gentleman, I will concede his present 
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contention and say the question I suggest 
is a new question. I do not believe, 
until by some agency which I do not com- 
mand, you can produce some alteration 
in the temper of mind of the people of 
this country, vou will be able to have a 
Government homogeneous on all other 
points and homogeneous also on_ this. 
There is no sign of it at present on 
that side of the House or on this, and 
[ fear there is no immediate prospect of 
it. The hon. Gentleman, turning to 
iny friends who represent Ulster con- 
stituencies, pointed to them the 
true obstacles, and the only obstacles 
that stand in the way of a solution of this 
problem. I think if my hon. friends 
were the only obstacles in the way we 
should be within measurable distance 
of a solution, because, earnest and devoted 
as they are, I do not believe they could 
or would stand out against the general 
opinion of the majority of England, 
Scotland, and Ireland. The difficulty 
of this question is not Ulster; the diffi- 
culty is Great Britain, and that is the 
thing, the only thing, which makes me 
take so dark a view of this controversy. 
It is only by slow degrees you can convert 
popular feeling on this subject. The 
progress must be slow ; it is slower than 
[ had hoped, and slower than I had 
anticipated. It is the conversion of 
England and Scotland that is necessary. 
When that is effected Ulster will gladly, 
I believe, acquiesce. 


as 


I have spoken with great frankness to 
the House. Ido not know whether what 
I have said may be pleasing or displeas- 
ing. I may not have raised hon. Gentle- 
men’s opinion either of my powers of 
persuasion or my powers of Party manage- 
ment, but [ have frankly told the House 
exactly what I think of the merits 
of the question, and exactly what I 
believe as to the immediate chances of 
its success. The inveterate belief, and, 
as’I think, the erroneous belief which 
prevails in this country that this is simply 
amanceuvre of the Irish Bishops to obtain 
the control of higher education is one 
which ought to be dissipated and which, 
I hope, may be dissipated, but it exists. 
The opponents of this measure, I believe, 
quite sincerely desire to see Irish Roman 
Catholics given the same opportunities 
as are given to Englishmen and Scotch- 

Mr. A. J. Ba'four. 
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men. They say two things. They say, 
Why is Ireland asking of Great Britain 
privileges for Roman Catholics which 
Roman Catholics have not got in America, 
have not got in Germany, have not got in 
Austria, have not got in France? The 
second question is, Are we not in the en- 
deavour to promote higher educationin Ire- 
land really handing over higher education 
to the Bishops ? I do not believe we should 
be doing so. I do not believe that any 
scheme I have supported would have 
that effect. What is required more than 
anything else is not to persuade the 
people of this country that Ireland needs 


higher education, not to persuade the 
people of this country that in giving 
higher education we should be liberal 


in providing it, but to persuade them that 
the means by which that great need is to 
be supplied will not have as one of its 
collateral consequences the augmentation 
of clerical influence in directions to which 
they have a strong, inveterate, and 
insuperable objection, 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said the Prime Minister had 
made many remarkable speeches on the 
Irish University questior, but never one 
more remarkable than that to which the 
House had just listened. The right hon. 
Gentleman claimed to have made a frank 
statement. Nothing could be  franker 
than the speech of the Prime Minister, 
and the frankest and most remarkable 
statement which it contained was the 
statement that the obstacle to the higher 
education of the Catholics of Ireland 
was to be found in Great Britain. Coup- 
ling that observation with others, he 
thought he saw what the right hon. 
Gentleman meant was the great obstacle 
—namely, ignorance, prejudice, and re- 
ligious intolerance. Only a few hours 
before the right hon. Gentleman declared 
that the great binding principle of his 
Party was the refusal to the Irish people 
of the control of their own affairs, and 
now he was confessing that the youth of 
ieland were deprived of higher education 
through the ignorance of the people of 
Great Britain. That was an astounding 
situation. He did not intend to quote 
all the speeches of the right hon. Gentle- 
man; they had indeed been countless 
—in fact, had,cthere been a little more 
practice and a little less speaking the 
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question would have been nearer solu- 
tion—but the Prime Minister had evi- 
dently forgotten that he had definitely 
promised English Governmental action 
in the matter. In August, 1889, in the 
debate on the Appropriation Bill, the 
right hon. Gentleman said— 

“|. . we have no alternative but to try and 
devise some new scheme by which the wants 
of the Catholic population shall be met.” 

Mr. Parnell then asked whether he pro- 
posed to embody his attempt at a solu- 
tion in a Bill early in the next session, 
and the right hon. Gentleman replied— 

“. . , there is no possibility of dealing with 
this question of University education except 
under a Bill. Of course, [ cannot give any 
pledge at this moment as to the exact order in 
which various questions will be dealt with by 
the Government next session.’ 

It was clear, therefore, that the right 
hon. Gentleman then contemplated the 
introduction of a Bull dealing with the 
question in the following session of Par- 
liament. That solemn pledge, which 
Ireland was foolish enough to take seri- 
ously, was so lightly treated by the Prime 
Minister that he had absolutely for- 
gotten it. For twenty-five years this 
question had been fought by the present 
Nationalist Party, and before that by 
the then Irish Parliamentary Party, and, 
he believed, still earlier by Gavan Duffy, 
but the climax had now been reached 
of a Prime Minister, supported by the 
largest majority the House had ever 
seen, declaring, although himself in 
favour of the Irish demand, that between 
him and the settlement of the question 
there stood the obstacle not of justice, 
or of reason, or of the Irish demand, or 
of his own opinion, or of the opinion of 
all enlightened men, but of the ignorance, 
prejudice, and intolerance of the people 
of Great Britain. Irishmen had urged 
many arguments in favour of Home 
Rule, but they had never adduced one 
so powerful as that with which the Prime 
Minister had now supplied them. 


He regretted that a larger body 
of English Members had not listened 
to the masterly survey of the situ- 
ation by the hon. Member for Kast 
Mayo. He agreed with the Prime 


Minister that those who were willing 
to give an Irish Assembly power to 
do certain things ought to be prepared 
to do those things themselves. But the 
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foundation of the objection to the endow- 
ment of a Catholic University was 
that money would be given for sectarian 
teaching under sectarian influences. The 
whole principle, however, had already 
been given away, because, as the hon. 
Member for East Mayo had pointed out, 
£6,000 a year was given to University 
College, Dublin, the president of which 
—in whom was vested absolute control— 
and many professors were Jesuits. A 
great deal had been heard recently about 
Sir Antony MacDonnell. Why was it 
that Sir Antony MacDonnell had been 
able to secure so great a position in the 
councils of the Empire? Because 
had the advantage of a University edu- 
cation. Without that advantage he 
would have been unable to obtain the 
high place in the Indian Civil Service 
examination which enabled him to 
begin his brilliant Indian career.- There 
were thousands of young men growing 
up in [reland who would be deprived of 
all chance of any such career. Was it 
not cruel, after the declaration of the 
Prime Minister fifteen years ago, that 
there should be a new generation of 
Irishmen growing up who also would be 
deprived of the advantage of Universitv 
education through the ignorance and 
prejudice of the people of Great Britain ? 


he 


The only fortune of most young Irish- 
men was their intelligence, and the climax 
was to be put to centuries of English 
misrule by 1efusing the facilities neces- 
sary for the proper development of their 
intellectual faculties. When he was at 
Galway, in the same college as the 
Attorney-General, many men were there 
getting a University education under the 
system now condemned by the heads 
of the Church who would have found it 
impossible to get a University education 
in England, and verv difficult in Scotland. 
He knew very well that the poorest of the 
poor were unable to get higher educa- 
tion. He knew that side by side with 
the parents who were willing to send 
their children to Queen’s College there 
were plenty of them who would rather 
deprive their children of even learning 
the alphabet than send them to a college 
which had not the approval of their own 
ecclesiastical advisers. There were 
many Catholic boys who were quite as 
intelligent and quick as other boys, and 
yet they were kept by a religious feeling 





147) Supply (Civil Services and 


and conscientious conviction from getting ; 
the advantages of a University education. | 
He thought that was a cruel wrong to. 
Treland. The last half century of the) 
denial of University education was as great 
a wrong to Ireland as three centuries 
of bad government, because it lay at 
the root of many evils. What was a 
young man to do now in Ireland? What 
career had he before him? However 
intelligent or ambitious he might be, if he 
were a strong Catholic with strong views 
he stood outside the doors of University | 
education. There was in Ireland no com- | 
mercial career opea to him, and the 
young Irishman was compelled either to | 
be a professional man or a Civil servant 
if he did not go into business, and yet, 
year after year, session after session, and | 
generation after generation, they went on 
making this appeal, and instead of find- 
ing any relief they found the grievance | 
existing just the same, and the obstacles | 
thrown in the way of University educa- | 
tion not diminishing but increasing. | 
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be,educated. The right of a parent to 
have a child educated in his own re- 
ligion was as sacred as the right to go into 
any church or chapel. The right hon. 
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/Gentleman upon such a measure would 
have the support of a large majority of 


his own Party, and he would be supported 
by all the leading Members of the Liberal 
Party sitting on the front Opposition 
Bench. He would have the support of 
all the Nationalist Members for Ireland, 
would be able to 


carry his 


/measure far more easily than was the 


‘ase With the one-sided Education Act 


'which was passed not long ago. He 


held that the weakness of the right 
hon. Gentleman was responsible for this 
question not having been dealt with. To 


| wait until all Parties brought in a Bill by 


consent was postponing the question 
They would 
never get a settlement from the right 
hon. Gentleman, and he did not know 
that they would get it from his successors, 
but they would press the matter on. The 


| treatment of this question showed that 


The Prime Minister had now put an in- | 
superable obstacle in the way of the con- 
cession of University education to Ireland. 
The only way it could be settled now, it 
was said, was by a measure to which all 
sections and larties agreed. He thought | 
that if the Prime Minister exercised over | 


his Cabinet the control which he ought | 
to exercise if he had the courage of his 
convictions; if he would exercise the | 
same mercilessness in driving out of 
his Cabinet every enemy of education in 
Ireland as he had showed in regard to 
every enemy of protection ; if he did all | 
that and drove out of the Cabinet the | 
representatives of the faction below the 
gangway and brought in a University Bill 
he would tell the mght hon. Gentleman 
what would happen. He would find 
that he would have the votes of ten or 
twelve Members below the gangway from 
Ulster and he would not have the opposi- 
tion of all the Ulster Members. He 
would find no opposition from the Leader | 
of the Liberal Party in that House. 
True he would be confronted by the 
Orangemen from Ireland who call them- 
selves Tories, and the Orangemen from 


this and all the other affairs of Ireland 
could only be satisfactorily settled by an 
frish Government. 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 


| N.W.) said he felt that there were a large 


number of electors in this country whose 


voice wovld have a very important bear- 


ing upon the settlement of this question 
when their suffrages were again asked 


who had not been at all represented in this 
, debate. 


He wished to say a few words 
on behalf of Free Churchmen. [i this 


| were a question of education pure and 


simple, he shovld not be found in opposi- 
tion to it. He deeply sympathised with 
the difficulties of Ireland in regard to 
higher educaticn, but the question which 
was forced upon them was, Is it edu- 
cation pure and simple, or is it the ex- 
tension of the principle of endowment 
of denominational education of any kind ¢ 
He was afraid the speech of his hon. friend 


had dissipated any idea they might have 


had that this was not the endowment oi 
a denominational institution. It was 
nothing to him that University College 








England who call themselves Liberals. | had been set vp on the lines described 
He thought a man was an intolerant Pro- |} his hon. friend. He was no party to 
testant who would not allow a Catholic | the endowment of a college of that sort. 


to be educated in the way he desired to He and his friends were entirely opposed 
Mr, T. P. O'Connor. 
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io the principle of endowing a college 
by pudslic funds when the governing body 
was composed mainly of Catholic vriests, 
They believed the principle to be abso- 
Intely wrong, and they could not be 
forced ‘nto an extension of it. For 
thirty vears he had been an earnest ad- 
vocate of the rights of the Irish peovle 
to manage their own affairs, and he was 
prepared to carry out that principle with 
all the issues which were involved. He 
was surprised that the Prime Minister 
and his hon. friend did not see the essential 
difference between granting the great 
principle of liberty to a nation and allow- 
ing them to take the consequences on 
themselves, and taking direct action in 
endowing a denominational institution. 
Freedom to manage their own affairs 
would entail on the Irish people certain 
responsibilities. He and those who agreed 
with him had no responsibility in regard 
to what they would do with that freedom. 
He did not see that he was in the least 
inconsistent. He was prepared to let 
Irishmen manage their own domestic 
and internal affairs, and he was not 
afraid of what the result would be. He 
was perfectly prepared to take any risk 
involved in that course, 


The position of Trinity College was 
no doubt very exceptional. He sym- 
pathised deeply with his Nationalist 
friends in their unwillingness to allow 
their sons to go into the atmosphere of 
Protestantism with which they did not 
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‘mistaken, Oxford and Cambridge were a 

few years ago saturated with Anglicanism, 
and, indeed, they still were, put Dissenters 
had sent their sons there. It was not 
true that they were afraid to trust their 
sons there. What was the result of their 
going to these colleges? They not only 
won a very large and disproportionate 
number of the prizes at their disposal, 
but they were gradually changing the 
atmosphere of these institutions, just as 
he believed their Roman Catholic friends 
would change the atmosphere of Trinity 
College, Dublin. Disabilities had to be 
removed before their sons had a fair 
chance at Oxfcrd and Cambridge. Now 
they could become Fellows and Heads of 
Colleges. It they could be assured that 
University extension would be carried 
out in Ireland on the lines he bad in- 
dicated he was quite sure that the oppo- 
sition to a another University would 
be at once removed, and that there 
would be the most hearty desire to help 
forward that higher education which 
the country so richly deserved and so 
badly wanted. 


Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) said he was entirely in accord with 
the Irish Party opposite on this ques- 
tion of education, and he would support 
them in the division lobby. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 263; Noes, 


agree. He thought, however, they were 104. (Division List No. 139.) 
AYES. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Bignold, Sir Arthur Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, RtHn. Hugh. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, RtHon.Sir H. 
Baird, Jn. Geo. Alexander 
Balcearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour,RtHn GeraldW. (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick Geo. 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 


Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Art 
Brigg, John 
Brown, Sir A. 
Brown, Geo. M. 
Burt, Thomas 
Caldwell, Jame 


‘ Campbell,J.H.) 


Bigwood, Jame 


Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
3rodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
, Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell,Rt Hn.J.A.(Glasgow) 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


s Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chanaing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Rt. Hon. Sir John C.R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 

s Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 


hur Griffith 


H. (Shrosph.) 
(Edinburgh) 
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Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, Wm. Bromley 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Pon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Egerton, Hoa. A. de Tatton 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Finlay, SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald.Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Cordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,Sir EW (B’rySEdm’ nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
tretton, John 

Griffith, Ellis, J. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 

Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords. N.W.) 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 

Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Higham, John Sharp 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd.,Tottenham) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ambrose, Robert 


Supply (Civil Services and 
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Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, RtHon. ArthurFred. 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir John H. 
Kenyon,Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn.H .L. W. (MileEnd) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks. N.R) 
Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cornwall) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Long, Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald.J.(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maecdona, John Cumming 
Maclyer, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpo.l) 
M‘Iver.SirLewis (EdinburghW. 
MlLarenr, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSir.E.(Wiet'n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
| Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants.) 
' Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Moss, Samuel 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hon. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton. John 8. G. 
Percy, Earl 
Perks, Robert William 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, E rest George 
Pryce -Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. G uy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


NOES. 
sarry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


| Bell, Richard 
| Blake, Edward 


TELLERS FOR 
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Randles, John S 
Rankin, Sir James 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 

titchie, Rt. Hon.¢ Ih is. Thomson 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
toberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke , 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

found, Rt. Hon. Jar 
Sackville, Col. S. G. 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marvlebone, W. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Slack, John Bamford 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,RtHnJ. Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Rt Hon. Lord( Lancs.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M*Laggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Stroyan, John 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wim. Edw. M. 





Stopford 





Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.( Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
White, George (Norfolk 
White, Luke (Ye rk, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilsoa, A.Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,SirW.H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


THE AyES—Nir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Burke, E. Haviland 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
(Cautley, Henry Strother 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Emmott, Alfred 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir (MerthyrTydvi) 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 


Main Question again proposed. 
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Horniman, Frederick John 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy,P. J. (Westmeath,N.) 
Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare,N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 


done. 
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O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford } 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
Roche, John 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw-Stewart,Sir H. (Renfrew } 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thompson, Dr. EC (Monagh’n,N 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.)} 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and Cap- 
tain Donelan. 


The Report of the Commission 





And. it being after half-past Seven of 
the clock, the debate stood adjourned 
till this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


LONDON PORT AND DOCKS COMMISSION 
BILL [By Orper]. 


[SecoND READING. | 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. BENN (Devonport) said the 
position of the port of London was five 
years ago considered by the Govern- 
ment as so critical that they appointed 
a Roval Commission to inquire into and 
report upon it, and when he reminded 
the House that one-fifth of the whole 
of the trade of the United Kingdom 
passed through the port of London they 
would admit that this was a most im- 
portant question. The matter had been 


neglected for 100 years because although 
certain powers were given nothing was 


was of a most disparaging character. 
The Commission reported that for one 
reason or another there was dissatis- 
faction with the condition of the port 
on the part of all concerned with it, 
whether shipowners or merchants. 
[hey reported that the river was be- 
coming shallower as the vessels entering 
it were getting larger; that the docks 
were inadequate and that the delays 
in the river caused overwheiming injurv 
to the trade of London. It was after 
that testimony that the Government 
found it necessary to take action, and 
he found himself now in the position of 
supporting the action of the Government. 
When he introduced tne Bill the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade (then Mr. 
Gerald Balfour) said the need for doing 
something was urgent, and that a bold 
and thorough solution, such as that put 
forward by the Commissioners and sub- 
stantially embodied in the Government 
Bill, would be the one most likely to 
lead to useful and fruitful results. Those 
were the words with which the Govern- 
ment Bill was introduced two years ago. 
It was with the greatest disappointment 
that the London County Council had 
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recognised that the zeal of the Govern- 
ment in this direction seemed to have 
utterly vanished. He had been informed 
on good authority that they would 
presently have to face a speech from the 
Government Bench against this Bill, and 
with regard to that he could only say 
they had cordially supported the efforts 
of the Government in the past to settle 
the question, not because the Bill was 
entirely to their satisfaction, but because 
they recognised in it an honest and well- 
directed effort to help London. They 
had yet to learn the reasons which caused 
the Government to run away from this 
matter when the Government held such 
strong opinions with regard to the 
Report of the Commissioners tiat they 
thought it necessary to carry over their 
Bill until the next session, and did 
not finally drop it until last year. He 
respectfully submitted that if the Govern- 
ment had really meant business there 
was no reason why the Government 
should not support this Bill and pass it 
into law. 


The present measure was the Govern- 
ment Bill with two comparatively un- 
important differences which could well 
be made the subject of discussion and 
settlement in Committee. ‘The first 
difference was an increased representa- 
tion of the London County Council on the 
new port authority, because the council 
was asked to be responsible for the 
financial success of the new port. The 
second was the exemption of goods from 
rates. He would not weary the House 
with details as to what had been done 
in other towns and cities. The House 
was aware of the highly satisfactory result 
of what had been done at Bristol and 
Liverpool in this regard. 


He understood that the principal 
opposition to the Bill was to come 
from their old and venerated friend 


—the Citv—whom he saw well repre- 
sented on the benches opposite, but 


he ventured to hope that, having 
produced what was practically the 


offspring of the Government and laid 
it upon the Table, the hon. Gentleman 
representing the Government would 
see fit later to own their child. So far 
«s their hon. friends representing the 
City were concerned, he could only say 
the London County Council were not at 
Mr. Benn. 


{COMMONS} 
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all anxious to take this matter up, 
but, finding London was suffering from 
an inadequate and _ ill-managed port, 
thev felt it their duty to take action, 
If the City could find the money to carry 
this thing through the London County 
Council had no jealousy of the City in 
the matter. It was supposed that the 
London County Council were anxious 
to poke their noses into all sorts of 


undertakings, and to do everything 
for everybody. The truth was that 


they were by no means anxious to take 
up the management of the London 
port and docks. If the Government 
were earnest and sincere in the matter 
let them bring in their own Bill, and 
ths London County Council would back 
it rather than see the port oi London 
as it was, ill-managed and languishing 
for trade. If the London County Council 
did not consider this a most important 
matter he would not be now pledging 
the ratepayers’ money to make th» port 
of London what they thought ought 
to be. But while this House were dis- 
cussing academic propositions, the busi- 
ness and commerce of London were 
going to other quarters, and going to 
other quarters simply because the (rovern- 
ment had not the courage to pass their 
own Bill. 


pri posed, 


second 


Motion made, and Question 
“That the Bill be now reid 
time.” 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON (Bedford- 
shire, Biggleswade) said he did not 
represent the City. He interposed in 
the debate as a director of one of the dock 
companies interested, and approached 
the question entirely from a _ business 
point of view. It was perfectly true that 
when the Royal Commission was ap- 
pointed in 1900 there was a certain 
amount of agitation against the dock 
companies, much of which, in his opinion, 
was founded on misrepresentation, whic! 
became clear as time went on. The hon. 
Member had spoken of the eritical con- 
dition of the Port of London at the 
time the Royal Commission was appointed. 
He challenged contradiction when he 
said that, for the past 100 vears 
private enterprise, without any municipal 
help, had managed the London port, with 
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the result that it was to-day the finest 
port in the world, capable of docking 
the largest ships in the world, and 
instead of languishing for trade, as 
the hon. Member described it, its tonnage 
had doubled during the last thirty years. 
The Royal Commission which sat in 1900 
produced a Report in 1901 that had the 
merit of being unanimous, in which it 
was recommended that a port authority, 
consisting of representatives of the 
London County Council, the City Cor- 
oration, and shipowners should be 
created for the purpose of acquiring and 
controlling the existing dock companies ; 
that £4,500,000 should be exended on the 
extension of the docks; that £2,500,000 
should be provided by the London County 
Council for the dredging of the river, 
and that that body should also guarantee 
the interest upon the new port stock to 
be created for purchasing the docks, Then 
eame the Government Bill announced 
in 1902, and which in 1903 was mentioned 
inthe King’s Speech as of national concern 
which stated the importance attached 
to the matter. That Bill was read a 
second time. The hon. Member was 
anxious to know why the Government 
Bill, founded upon these recommenda- 
tions, had been allowed to drop. The 
reason was that a number of people 
interested in the port had discovered that 
it was not so good a measure as they had 
at first been led to imagine. The whar- 
fingers found that they were not being 
fairly treated, and there was a great deal 
of opposition to it, and Member after 
Member rose up and asked the Govern- 
ment to withdraw it. They knew their 
own business, which required a great 
amount of experience to carry on success- 
fully ; and they doubted very much the 
ability of a collection of amateurs—whose 
qualifications for sitting upon a port 
authority was to grind their own axe, 
to look after their own interests—to carry 
on the trade of the port with a satisfac- 
tory result. 

The hon. Gentleman who moved the 
Second Reading stated that the Bill 
was in principle the same as the Govern- 
ment Bill; but in his humble judgment 
it differed from the Government Bill in 
important and essential particulars. In 
the first place, there was a vast difference 
inthecompensation provisions; secondly, 
the financial provisions were entirely 
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‘different ; and thirdly, the constitution 
for the new port authority was entirely 
different. As to the compensatioa 
provisions, he was astonished at the ex- 
traordinary ideas of the County Council 
in regard to the value of existing de- 
bentures. He had always understood 
that a debenture was a legal debt on a 
solvent company ; and it was actually 
suggested in the Bill that the value which 
the debenture holders were to receive 
for their debentures was to be decided 
by arbitration. As to the financia. 
provisions, he did not know what was the 
opinion of the County Council as to the 
value of those undertakings which were 
to be taken over. He did not suppose 
that the County Council realised that the 
companies possessed three square miles 
of freehold property in the City of 
London. He did not suggest any value for 
that property himself, but in addition 
£4,500,000 were required for dock 
extension, and £2,500,000 for deepening 
the river. The hon. Member for Battersea 
professed to be a man of common sense ; 


but did the hon. Gentleman know 
where the income was to come from 
to meet all this? He believed that 


the County Council would find themselves 
insolvent at the commencement, 
save only that they had the rates behind 
them. Therefore, they were solemnly 
entering upon this undertaking, knowing 
perfectly well that it must at the outsec 
bea heavy burden on the ratepayers of 
London. He believed that the whole 
thing was a “ try on,” and he could nos 
understand how anybody who had con- 
sidered the question from a_finanical 
point of view could have commended 
this Bill in the light and airy manner 
of the hon. Gentleman. 


very 


constitution of the 
Yoyal Commission as- 
County Council eleven 
members out of forty; the Govern- 
ment Bill gave them eight or nine; 
but the Council, with characteristic 
modesty, gave themselves twenty-four. 


Then, as to the 
authority. The 
signed to the 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : They 


have to find all the money. 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON said he 
would put this point to the hon. Member. 
How about the labour question / They 
would, of course, be responsible fur the 
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labour bill at the docks, which amounted 
to something like £4,000,000 a year. 
With all respect, he doubted whether 
it would be wise that such a body as 
the hon. Gentleman proposed should 
have the control of such a huge labour 
bill. Speaking for himself, he was 
inclined to think that the work could be 
carried on commercially without muni- 
cipal or political control, and that 
the Thames Conservancy, strengthened 
and fostered by the Government, and 
with the assistance of the dues on goods 
entering the port, recommended 
by the Royal Commission and adopted 


as 


by the Government, would be a better 


authority to deal with all the difficulties 
of the case. 


Mr. ALBAN GIBBS (London) said 
he desired to second the rejection of the 
Bill. Asa Member for the City of London 
as well as for himself, he viewed with 
grave fear the taking away of the manage- 
ment of the port of London from the 
very able men who were thoroughly 
conversant with its intricate and com- 
plicated business, and the handing of 
the control over to another body which 


knew nothing about the business or 
the administration. He had another 


objection, viz., that the proper position 
of the City of London was not recognised 
in the Bill. With the exception of 
Westminster, the City had the greatest 
rateable value of any other section of 
the area of London; it was there that 
all the shipowners and merchants who 
used the port were to be found. In 
his opinion the Corporation of the City 
of London ought to have, if not the 
controlling voice on the committees, 
at least a great share of authority. In 
the Government Bill the controlling 
interest in the committees was given 
to shipowners and merchants; but that 
had been entirely altered in the present 
Bill which centred the whole administra- 
tion in the County Council. Then, by 
the Government Bill the whartfingers 
had a representation of four on the 
committee; now they had no represen- 
tation at all. There were also no powers 
in the Government Bill to make wharves 
and buy land to compete with the whar- 
fingers; but that new clause had been 
introduced into this Bill. Again, the 
Royal Commission recommended that 


Lord Alwyne Compton. 
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the dock warehouses should be vot 
rid of as soon as possible. There was 
nothing about that in this Bill or in the 
Government Bill; but the Government 
sill provided that a separate committee 
should be formed, on which the whar- 
fingers should be represented, to work 
the warehouses. He agreed with his 
noble friend that since the Bill of two 
vears ago a very great change of opinion 
had occurred, and he thought that the 
Government last year exercised a very 
wise discretion in not bringing forward 
that Bill again. He trusted that the 
Government would not allow this Bil! 
to pass without giving it more consider- 
ation. There were many other matters 
not dealt with in the Bill, such as a great 
barrage system on the river. He did not 
profess to be an engineer, but he believed 


that many competent people argued 
that such a system could be worked 
satisfactorily. He, therefore, asked the 


House to reject the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.” — (Lord Aliryne 
Compton.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) said that the two speeches 
just delivered were only directed against 
the details of the Bill. Indeed, it was 
impossible for any representative of the 
City to object to the principle, because 
the Corporation of the City a year or two 
ago supported the principle of the 
measure, and proposed to finance the 
dock question, Everybody who had 
read the Report of the Royal Commission 
knew that it would be impossible to hand 
over this great question to the Thames 
Conservancy, which was a body not 
intended for this work ; and the proposal 
of the dock companies that they should 
have a guarantee of 4 per cent. on their 
stock before they began to improve 
the docks was out of the question. It 
seemed to him, therefore, that as some 
authority had to take action it was 
the duty of the London County Council 
to make a proposal for the solution 
of the difficulty. All that his hon. 
friend desired was that the House should 
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endorse the principle of the Bill by giving | 
it a Second Reading, which principle was 
that the docks and waterways of the 
Port of London should be under some 
public authority. 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON : 
about the financial details 2 


What 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
the value of the docks and of the deben- 
tures could be decided on fair lines in 
Committee upstairs. He was quite sure 
that the Committee would do no injustice 
to the shareholders or debenture holders. 


Lorp ALWYN COMPTON said what he 
wanted to know was how the under- 
taking was to be carried on after it had 
been purchased. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 
what they were deciding by reading the 
sill a second time was that the under- 
taking was to be carried on by a public 
authority instead of by private com- 
pales. He represented a constituency 
which had a larger proportion of docks 
than any other in the London area ; 
and he felt strongly that the Government 
had no right to raise this question if 
they did not intend to settle it. For five 
vears the trade of the port had been 
largely paralysed. The noble Lord said 
that the dock companies had been im- 
proving the trade of the port last vear. 
That was in spite of, and not in conse- 
quence of, the action of the Government. 
He did not throw any blame on the dock 
companies themselves, They, as directors, 
had to attend to the interests of share- 
holders. They had reduced their expendi- 
ture in the last few years so far as they 
could, and they had raised their charges 
to the highest possible figure, the result 
being that, along with the uncertainty, 
the port of London had very materially 
suffered. 

{t was necessary to recall what 
had taken place in regard to this 
question. The noble Lord opposite 
said this question was very much due 
to the agitation against the dock com- 
panies. On the contrary, it was the dock 
companies themselves who raised the 
question, Five years ago they introduced 
a Bill in order to enable them to carry 
out absolutely essential improvements | 
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in their docks, which ought to have been 
carried out many years ago; and they 
came to this House and said they had not 
got sufficient revenue to do the work, and 
asked to be allowed to raise charges, and 
especially, as the Commission pointed out. 
to tax their rivals in trade. The House 
threw out the Dock Companies Bill and 
appointed a Royal Commission to enquire 
intothe matters. The Royal Commission 
reported with unusual celerity, and the 
Government with unusual promptitude 
introduced a Bill, the Second Reading of 
which was agreed to after one day’s dis- 
cussion without a division. Certain op- 
position had subsequently developed from 
the Members for the City and the then 
chairman of the Thames Conservancy. 
But he thought the hon. Members 
for the City would allow him to 
say that if it had been a question 
of the Bill going on they would 
not have desired to have appeared as 
obstructionists, and the Amendment 
they put down would not have seriously 
delayed the passage of the Bill. Ii the 
Government had been in earnest about the 
measure, nd had given one or two days 
to it in the first session, it would have 
passed and become law. The Govern- 
ment, however, did nothing of the sort, 
and made the unusual proposal that 
he Bill should be carried over to the 
next session. He believed there was 
no precedent for it, but the House 
agreed to the proposal on the ground 
that the question, having once been 
decided, ought to be settled. But the 
Government did nothing whatever the 
next session ;.and through the whole of 
two sessions. had only devoted one day 
to its consideration, and were conse- 
quently very much to blame for the 
present position. The dock companies, 
too, had very great cause of complaint 
at the position in which they had 
been placed. He quite agreed with 
the chairman of the dock company, 
who a short time ago said that an 
cect of great injustice was being done 
to the companies by the way in which 
legislation was hanging over their heads, 
and that a very serious injury was being 
done to the port of London by the 
uncertainty engendered. 


4 
iT 


The noble Lord who had spoken that 
evening objected to the principle of 
F 
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the Bill. He (Mr. Buxton) was_pre- 
pared to stand on the Report of the 
Royal Commission, who said that, 
in spite of the great natural advan- 
tages of the Thames and of the port, 
compared with other ports, it was dear, 
slow, and vexatious, that its accom- 
modation was altogether inadequate, and 
that the waterway required a consider- 
able amount of dredging. The Royal 
Commission further said—and this was 
really the gist of the present Bill—that 
it was essential, if the dredging were to be 
carried out satisfactorily and the dock 
accommodation putin a proper state, that 
inthefirst place the port should be treated 
as a whole under a public authority, 
and secondly that the only way to do it 
was to have something in the way of 
rates behind it in order that it might 
be able to raise its capital under proper 
conditions. The noble Lord opposite 
said that the dock companies would 
have been able to carry out this work 
themselves. 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON : Under 


cettain conditions. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The 
Chairman of the London Dock, 
Company, in giving evidence before 
the Royal Commission, said the 
Government ought to proceed vigor- 
ously if they were going to deal with the 
question. They could not, he said, let 
the matter stand as it was at present. 
For good or for evil they had the 
verdict of the Royal Commission, 
and something had to be done. So 
long as the verdict stood it was im- 
possible for any dock company to face any 
large expenditure of capital knowing that 
in a very short time they might be bought 
out and could not possibly receive an 
equivalent for the capital they spent. 
This meant, as he (Mr. Buxton) had said, 
that at the present moment, thanks to 
the action of the Government, the port of 
London was largely paralysed. That 
being so it was essential that somebody 
should take up the question. Further 
the Royal Commission pointed out that 
unless something were done very speedily 
Antwerp, Hamburg, and Rotterdam, and 
other rival ports, would largely increase 
their trade at our expense, and he 
confessed to reading with very grave 


Mr. Sydney Buxton. 
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concern a report from the British 
Consul issued two or three days ago 

* fo] 
in regard to the trade at Antwerp. 
The Consul said that the port of 
of Antwerp had made progress both as re- 
garded the number of vessels and the 
total tonnage, and that the port authori- 
ties there were keeping pace in the highest 
possible degree with the demands of 
maritime traffic. The question of rivalry 
was more important than the actual effi- 
ciency of the port of London itself. 
His opinion was that the question, having 
been raised, ought to be settled rapidly, 
otherwise they would find not only that 
the trade of the port would diminish but 
that its rivals would before very long take 
away a great deal of its trade. As the 
Government declined to move in the 
matter it was the bounden duty of the 
London County Council to raise the ques- 
tion, and in the way they had done. He 
frankly admitted he did not agree ‘with 
the proposal of the constitution proposed 
in the Bill. The County Council, he be- 
lieved, would agree that the number 
of representatives that they proposed 
was excessive, and would leave that 
and other details to the Committee. He 
was quite convinced that the last five 
years had done a very great deal to injure 
the trade of the port of London, and 
unless the matter were settled  satis- 
factorily the trade of the port would 
continue to fall off and that of its rivals 
would continue to increase. 


Mr. H. LAWSON, (Tower Hamlets, 
Mile End) hoped that the length of years 
which had elapsed since he had last ad- 
dressed the House had established a re- 
integration of his claims to the indulgence 
shown to a new Member. He certainly 
had not come back there to throw stones 
at the London County Council of which 
he had the honour to be a member for 
many years. He believed that no more 
vital blow could be aimed at the adminis- 
trative efficiency of the London County 
Council than to allow this Bill to become 
law. The hon. Member for Poplar had 
said that the principle of the Bill was to 
establish a public authority for dealing 
with the affairs of the port of London. 
The hon. Member would forgive him for 
saying it was nothing of the sort. Many 
of those who opposed the Bill were in 
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favour of a public authority. He him- 
self would go further and say he would 
like to see a public authority backed by 
national finance such as had enabled the 
Dutch, Belgian, and German ports to 
attain their present position. The pro- 
posal of this Bill, however. was to make 
the London County Council the port 
authority for London, and to make the 
rates of London not only the basis, 
but the constant support of its finance. 
Only two things could be postulated 
—the local authority’s sublime ignorance 
of dock management and the certainty 
of increased expenditure on the existing 
service. Though the existing service 


would be in itself a heavy burden, the | 


House had been reminded by his noble 
friend that there were many other charges 
which must fall on the new authority. 
Whatever might be said of the London 
County Council, it must be admitted 
that it had not been illiberal to labour, 
and just as there had been constant 
concessions to their present employees, 
so there would be much larger conces- 
sions to the legions now under the 
management of the dock companies. 
Even in the case of the tramways there 
had been constant agitation and con- 
cessions to the employees, and at the 
docks the County Council would have to 
deal with a highly organised body of men 
who ever since the strike of 1889 had 
exercised a great influence on the port 
of London, and who were perfectly 
certain to obtain a rising scale of wages. 
The County Council had surely sufficient 


to its hand. Its functions were ever 
increasing. A member had to attend 


daily in Spring Gardens to fulfil his 
duties. How was he to find time for the 
difficult task of managing the docks ¢ 
It was all very well to say that nothing 
had happened since a Docks Bill was 
introduced. A great deal had hap- 
pened to the Londoa County Council— 
it had become the education authority 
for London. 


Mr. BENN: Reluctantly. 


We did not want 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: 
it. 


Mr. H. LAWSON said 
not quarrel about a word. 


he would 
At any rate 
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they had become the education authority, 
and it had added largely to the labours 
of the London County Council. Many 
of its members, in addition, were on 
boards of guardians and borough councils, 
besides having large private business's 
to concern them. Two-thirds of the 
members were seeking seats in Parlia- 
ment, and some had already arrived. 
If its members were going to be over- 
burdened by the work of administration 
under this Bill, what about the ratepayers 
they represented, who were going to be 
overburdened by the finance? It must 
be remembered that this was not going 
to be a remunerative undertaking. The 
Royal Commission stated in its Report 
|that the existing revenue would not 
do more than pay the interest on the new 
dock stock to debenture holders and 
shareholders, but the Royal Commission 
provided for an extra revenue to be de- 
rived from goods brought into the port 
by lighter and landed at the wharves. 
The London County Council repudiated 
that source of revenue—quite rightly, 
he thought, for these extra dues would be 
a very heavy burden on the manufac- 
tures of London—but that repudiation 
deprived them of the additional revenue 
open to them. Seventy-five per cent. 
| of the goods discharged in London were 
delivered by lighter. £25,000,000 to 
£30.000,000 would have to be borrowed 
for the purpose, and on March 3lst, 1904, 
the consolidated stock of the London 
County Council stood at £58,750,000, and 
the debt of London as a whole was 
very much larger. The only recourse, 
then, for the money to be spent on 
the docks was the pockets of the rate- 
payers, and, that being so, the finance 
of the Bill failed hopelessly. He did not 
know whether the hon. Member for 
Poplar was prepared to inflict on that 
borough, which was now paying 12s. 
in the £ for rates, a part of the new burden 
which would be incurred by the new 
docks, and was estimated by the Royal 
Commission at £7,000,000. 








Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said in his 
opinion there would be no extra charge 
through the docks, and there would be a 
|oreat deal more employment in_ his 


constituency if this matter were not 
| hung up indefinitely. 
Ff ») 
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Mr. H. LAWSON said the London! way the battle of the dock strike, and he 


County Council would not charge upon 
goods brought into the free water which 
they prized so highly, and therefore they 
could get the money in no other way than 
by burdening the ratepayers. The whole 
Bill rested on the urgency of the case. 
but he thought that the urgency had 
been very much exaggerated. Short-sea 
traders did not complain to the Royal 
Commission of the present conditiors, 
and long-sea traders confined themselves 
mainly to pressing for a better channel 
for big steamers. It looked as if the 
agitation had been engineered for a time 
by the merchants, but the whole spirit 
had gone out of it since the Royal Com- 
mission reported. Other ports had pro- 
gressed more speedily than London, but 
London had, nevertheless, increased its 
tonnage entry in fifteen vears by 60 per 
cent., and was, therefore, not doing badly. 
Southampton in this country and Ham- 
burg and Antwerp abroad were the main 
examples, but Southampton Docks had 
been developed by the private enterprise 
of a railway company, and the others 
were to some extent ports of call. If 
the House were of opinion that in the 
national interest larger facilities ought 
to be afforded then he thought it could 
only be done in fairness to the people of 
London by something in the nature of a 
national guarantee. After all, the whole 
thing was largely a question of dredg- 
ing the river. Sir Thomas Sutherland, 
said it was only a question of spend- 
ing £2,500,000, That ought not to be 
beyond the resources of the dock com- 
panies, He was not against the principle 
of establishing a public body, but there 
was no ground for urging this counsel 
of despair. Certainty as an old member 
of the London County Council he could 
imagine nothing more calculated to 
diminish the efficiency of its work, and as 
a London Member he could not con- 
template with equanimity the fated and 
fatal increase of rates which was driving 
trade out of the metropolitan boundaries. 
He therefore hoped, while not in the least 
declaring himself against the principle 
of public control, that the House would 
refuse to read the Bill a second time. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said times had 
changed since 1889, when he had 
the honour of fighting in a pleasant 


did not think at that time that his name 
would be on the back of a Bill for creating 
a dock trust for London. What was 
more, in the interval of the sixteen 
years the dock directors would be the 
first to admit that never by word or 
speech had he assailed their manage- 
ment from the point of view of a coun- 
cillor or Labour Member, and never 
had he been on any but the friendliest 
of terms with those who sixteen vears 
ago he had the 


honour of being an 
industrial opponent of. 


He was Support- 
ing this Bill not for the purpose of making 
any attack on the dock managers of 
London, but looked upon 
them as bold men struggling with ad- 
versity, and out of pity for their position 
and sympathy for their difficulties he 
desired to help tham. 


because he 


The object of the Bill was to carry out 
the desire and intention of the Govern: 
ment. In the last five vears dangerous 
competitors with the Port of London had 
sprung up where ten. years ago thev wer 
not the least suspected. No one could 
read tha Foreign Office and 
Reports without being convinced that 
Hamburg, Antwerp, 
compete with 


Consular 


with 
Bremen, and others to 
it the international trade of the port of 


ports like 


London was not whore it was five years 
or ten years ago. [‘‘ Free trade.”] But 
for free trade the docks would have 
been closed, and the Stock Exchange 
asking for a parade to collect subscrip- 
tions for them. 
making the strides that it ought to make 
Nature had given London the _ finest 
commercial river in the world, with two 
tides up and two tides down, on which 
thev cou'd get the cheapest lighterage 
to be found anywhere, and with a huge 
market as its And yet though 
nature had blessed London. obsolescence 
of men, machinery, and plant was 
cursing it. The docks, though not so 
bad as the opponents of the companies 
declared, were capable of immense Im- 
provement, but it was impossible for 
the dock companies to improve their 
position so long as they were assaulted 
intermittently by Government Depart- 
ments and by faddists and interested 
asking for 
London 


+ 


3ut the port was nof 


basis. 


persons. He stood there 


the municipalisation of the 
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docks, not on the initiative and at the 
request of the County Council, but in 
defiult of the Government’s carrying 
out its own programme of three years 
ago. The agitation about the docks and 
port was not initiatel by the County 
Council, or set up by ignorant misrepresen- 
tation. In 1892, before the present con- 
troversy arose, The Times said— 


‘The basis on whieh this article starts is a 
i comraon agreement: it is the deplor- 
ble and incontrovertible fact thit no» port of 
any considerable size in the Unitel Kingdom 
isso grossly mismanage las the port of London. 
One thing, however, is reasonably certain; it 
is that, if any body of men, either the Corpora- 
ion or the City, or the dock companies, or the 
Chamber of Commerce would take the trouble 
to push forward a scheme for the formatioa of 
apublic trass to control and manage the whole 
of the port of London, that body of man would 
receive the support anl the gratitude of the 
entire mereantile community, with the excep- 
tion, perhaps, of some whartingers, tradition- 
lly opposed ty reform, who would tind som: 
difficulty in carrying on their business protit- 
ably if the dock rates were as low as under 
economical management they would almost 
ertainly be.” 


matte 


The reasons for the backwardness of 
the London port given by The Times in 
1392 existed to-day in a stronger form. 
If hon. Members would go down to the 
docks they woald see ancient methods, 
imofficient gear, and insufficient accom- 
modation, while the desire of the dock 
companies to alter this condition of 
vifairs was preventel by their poverty 
ind the refusal of the Government 
t» give them the help they ought to 
have extended years ago. He could 
its the testimony of whartingers, ship- 
pers, the Royal Commission, and others 
proving beyond the shadow of a doubt 
that the port anil docks of London 
were not so good as they ought to be. 
[t was all very well for the City to oppos> 
the London County Council. fi 
the Corporation would suppress its 
municipal rivalry, the two bodies, i 
shut up in a Committse room, would 
be almost unanimous!y in favour of the 
substance of the present Bill. Were 
they to allow tha dock companies to goon 
vith insufficient capital, with lack of 


- 
ONLY 


Parliamentary powers, were they to allow 


be alwavs opposing th 
Parliament to 


the City to 
County Council, and was 


be afraid to tackle this question in a truly 
{iperial manner ? 
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In the matter of ocean supremacy and 
riverside efficiency this Government of 
(treat Britons were the smallest possible 
Little Englanders; they were smitten 
with “the craven fear of being great,” 
and they had neglected the docks and 
the river to an extent which was de- 
plorable from every point of view. If 
somthing had to be done and the Gov- 
ernment would not do it, who was to 
undertake the task? Private  enter- 
prise was crippled; Parliament would 
not allow the City Corporation, with 
only on? square mile out of the 119 in 
London, to enter upon an expenditure 
of £50,000,000 or £40,000,000 for this 
purpose; they would not permit the 
Tham»2s Conservancy to do it, although 
that body had imm»nsely improved under 
the new chairmanship; and they would 
not entrust the duty toe the County 
Council. He himself was only a muni- 
cipal Socialist, but the hon. Member for 
Mile End really out-heroded Herod, for 
he wasa collectivist, an Imperial Socialist, 
and wanted to make the poor Irishman 
and Scotsman bear a share of the burden 
by guaranteeing Imperial finances for a 
“4 national port.”| Then 
what about Liverpool, Glasgow, and 
Hull? If hon. Members were prepared 
to nationalise ali the ports of the United 
Kingdom he would withdraw the Bill 
at once. But what was to be done with 
the docks and port of London? The 
companies could not overcome the diffi- 
culties by which they were confronted, 
and the Government showed no desire 
to help them. Instead of having 
25,090,009 or 24,000,000 tons going up 
and coming out of the river, they had only 
17,000,009, Other ports were rapidly 
taking part of the trade. To avert this 
the County Council were called in. They 
did not take the initiative, but they 
mide up their minds that they would, 
if reluctantly, accept this task rather 
than allow the docks to go to the dogs. 
What was to be done? Parliament 
threw out the Dock Companies’ Bill it 
would throw out the Thames Conservancy 
Bill, it would not have a City Bill, and 
it had decided to vote against the County 
Council Bill. Was it going to tell the 
companies to reorganise their capital, 
reconstitute their financial conditions, 
ask for power to spend money which 


local port. | 
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they would have difficulty in getting, 
and then promise to back them with the 
rates or Imperial funds? No; the 
Government would treat the cock com- 
panies even worse than they treated the 
County Council, As a Londoner, who 
was fond of the river and proud of the 
port, and desired to see them improved, 
he protested against this treatment, and 


declared it to be such as the House of 


Commons ought no longer to sanction. 


What was the objection tothe Bill? It 
could not be on the ground of finance, 
because it was pro} osed to 1efer the 
interests of debenture holders to arbitra- 
tion. The objection was raised that the 
County Council proposed not to put dues 
on goods, or proposed to put them on 
in a particular way. That, he main- 
tained, was not a matter for the House 
on the Second Reading, but for the 
Committee upstairs to deal with. It 
was objected that the Bill wou!d create 
a new municipal authority; but prece- 
dents all pointed to municipally-managed 
ports being in a better condition for the 
shipowners and traders than the port of 
London was now in. The question of 
representation could be dealt with by 
the Committee upstairs. The reasons 
the County Council asked for so large a 
proportion were those advanced by the 
President of the Board of Trade himself, 
viz., that they found the money and 
guaranteed the stock upon the rates. 
The right hon. Gentleman said— 

“The County Council cannot be protected 
from financial incompetence on the part of the 
new authority unless the County Council havea 
majority. 


And he added— 


“That is out of the question.” 


There would be no objection to the 
City having a larger representation 
if they advanced the money, but they 
did nothing of the kind, and therefore 
were not entitled to larger representa- 
tion than anybody else. The dock 
companies shareholders held that Parlia- 
ment ought to, and the County Council 
might do, more for the port. The County 
Council had done and was doing all that 
it could. Besides the £2,500,000 for 
deepening the river, they had spent 
or were spending £2,250,000 on the 
Rotherhithe Tunnel, £3,000,000 on the 


Mr. John Burns. 
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Blackwall Tunnell, and £500,000 on 


Woolwich Ferry. [‘ What has that t: 
do with the port and docks? ”] |; 
was impossible for the docks to | 

efficiently worked and goods to be got 
out and in quickly unless the river was 
deepened and the approaches widened 
ard improved, and as their contribution 
towards that improvement the County 
Council were doing everything that 
could reasonably be expected of them 
Hamburg spent £9,000,C00 in improving 
her docks and port, with the result that 
in twenty years the tonnage of Hamburg 
hed jumped up from . 3,000,000 to 
¥,0C0,000. The present management of the 
J ondon docks was inefficient, antiquated, 
If the port in the course 
of tvo or three years met with mor 
serious rivalry the House must blame 
not the Ceunty Council, but the leck 
of courege of this Imperial Government 
surrounded, as it was, by a small knot 
of City obscurantists who wee jealous 
of the County Council. If the Bill were 
not passed the County Council would 
wash their hands of the respensibility. 
Ii, as he predicted it would be, 
in the East Fnd was confronted wit! 
creater difficulties within the next fiv: 
or six years, the responsibility wor 
rest on this unimaginative, irresponsih| 
and cowardly Government, who, having 
introduced a Port Bill two years ago 
rejected a replica of it when it was pre 
sented to the House. 


and obs olete. 


labour 


iQ 





THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars 
said this subject had occupied a great 
deal of the time of the Department 
with which he was connected, and ther 
had been much said on both sides in 
the present debate with which he dis- 
agreed. He did not think, however. 
that any good purpose would be served 
by going into those points, and he would 
confine himself to giving one or twé 
reasons why he strongly held that this 
3111 should not be read a second time. 
The first consideration that occurred 
in connection with the Bill was that th 
object with which it dealt was far to 
large to be treated in a private Bill. I 
was unnecessary to labour that point, but 
he might remind the House that the area 
affected by the Bill was so large that it 
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returned over 100 Members to this 
House, and private Bill procedure would 
not give all those Members an oppor- 


tunity of discussing the proposals put 
forward. 

On its merits, too, he  thoyght 
the Bill was highly objectionable. 
He did not think there was any hostile 
feeling towards the County Counel. Tf 
such ( thing did exist at any rate he did 
not share it. He was bound to say that 
through ali the stages in dealing with the 
Government the representitives the 
County Council showed themselves ex- 
tremel; moderate and reasonable. They 
really seemed to him to be actuated solely 
with a desire to present as good a Bill as 
they could; but that moderation dis- 
:ppeared when they introduced their own 
bill. He did not agree that these things 
were matters of detail where the County 
Council Lill disagreed with the Govern- 
ment measure. It was true that in form 
this was a duplicite of the Government 
Bill, but iu principle it was diametrically 
opposed to it. The principle of the 
‘nent Bill was to create a strong 
port authority and to give it practically 
unlimited control over the port of London, 
But the principle was largely embodied 
in the way in which the committee should 
be composed, and it was hardly possible 
t» imagine a worse body than that created 
under this Bill. The principle which 
should be adopted was the good old rule 
that the men who ,paid the piper should 
call the tune. 


ot 


‘ 
{10 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Hear, hear! 


Mr. BONAR LAW asked who would 
pay the piper in this case. Those who 
would contribute to the revenue of Lon- 
don were the pavers of dues on goods or 
on shipping. They would be directly 
interested if the port was well managed 
and would suffer if it was badly managed. 
'n this Bill, however, it was proposed 
that the authority should be in the hands 
ef the County Council; and so long as 
the port paid its way it would not be 
directly affected ; it would not benefit by 
good management nor suffer by bad 
management. If a proper Bill were 
introduced there would be no danger of 
the rates of London being called upon. 


{15 APRIL 1905} 


Docks Commission Billl, i74 


Why should London differ from other 
ports, like Glasgow or Liverpool? If it 
was 2 good principle that those who paid 
the rates should control the expenditure 
it was broken in this instance. London 
had a much lar-er market than other 
ports, and whether the port of London 
was well managed or ill managed it would 
lave to pay its own way. He could not 
understand why the Council had left out 
of this Bill the power to levy dues on 
goods unless it was to make it possible 
that they should be able to fall back on the 
rates. It had been calculated that if the 
same dues on goods were levied in Lon- 
don as were levied at Liverpool there 
would be an additional revenue of 
£1,000,000 a year to the port of London. 
What was wanted in a port authority of 
of this kind? There was no question 
involved of a political or religious 
character, and it was simply a question 
of pounds, shillings, and pence. What 
was the best class of men to manage these 
affairs? Obviously the best business 
men. Were they more likely, as proposed 
in the Government Bill, to allow busine ss 
men who paid the dues to elect their own 
representatives, or to get them out of the 
representatives of the County Council ? 
He thought that this was a vital point 
in the Bill. Glasgow and Liverpool 
elected business men who paid the du’s, 
and their reputation as business men 
was the safeguard. They were the pick 
of the business men of those two places. 
Was that the qualification that secured 
the election of members of the County 
Council ? 


Mr. JOHN BURSS said the London 
Chamber of Commerce supported the 
Bill. There were better business men at 
Spring Gardens than on the Treasury 


Bench. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said the qualifi- 
cations of members of the London 
County Council were much the same as 
the qualifications of Members of that 
House. One of the things that secured 
their election was the power of making 
good speeches. That was a good thing, 
but it was not what was wanted for the 
port authority. He remembered reading 
a long time ago an essay in which" the 
writer pointed out that everyone read 
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the Philippics of Demosthenes, but | 


nobody remembered that Philip was 
right and Demosthenes was wrong. He 
would take as an illustration the hon. 
Member for Battersea—he would not 
take himself as an illustration, because 
it would be too ambitious. Supposing 
the hon. Member for Battersea was a 
member of the Port trust, and that the 
chairman was one of the numerous 
Members of the House who had the 
reputation, and deserved it, of being 
good business men but hardly ever 
opened their mouths, if a dispute 
arose between the hon. Member for 
Battersea and the chairman, whom would 
the betting be on? The chairman 
would be nowhere, but he might be 
right and the hon. Member for Battersea 
wrong. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said he would 
always be found supporting a business 
man. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said only good 
business en were wanted. In the case 
he had mentioned good business men 
would support the chairman and not the 
orator, What was wanted was the 
good business man, and nothing either 
more or less. It was a fact that in 
the Bill of the London County Council it 
was suggested that a certain number of 
men should be elected. But what class of 
business men did they think would accept 
nomination to a board constituted in the 
manner proposed! They would have no 
authority, they would simply form one of 
a body which would be nothing more nor 
less than a sub-committee of the London 
County Couneil. He would rather vote 
for a Bill to transfer the whole dock 
authority of London to the County 
Council, That would be an intelligible 
proposal. If they were to have the 
authority, let them, at least, have the 
responsibility. That would be better 
than constituting a mongrel hody like 
this which would have no authority what- 
ever except that derived from the London 
County Council, The Government had 
invariably adopted the policy of refrain- 
ing from exercising Government pressure 
in regard to a private Bill, and they 
would not put on the Government tellers ; 
but, speaking for the Board of Trade, he 
strongly urged the House not to read this 
Bill a second time. 


Mr. Bonar Law. 
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Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) said that as a member of the Thames 
Conservancy he wished to correct an im- 
presssion which seemed to have been 
sedulously brought before the House by 
the speakers who had supported this Bill. 
With no intention to mislead the House, 
the hon. Member for Battersea en- 
deavoured to convince hon. Members that 
if the trade of the port of London was 
not decreasing it was in a parlous con- 
dition. What were the figures! The 
figures were so remarkable,both as to the 
actual increase and the comparative 
increase, that he hoped his hon. friend 
would allow him to endeavour to 
convince him. He would give figures 
to show the increase of the trade 
of the Port in the last five vears. In 
1900 the trade was, roughly speaking, 
22,857,000 tons. In 1904 it was 25,700,000 
tons, or an increase of about 3,000,000 
tons in a port which, according to the 
hon, Member for Devonport, was “ in- 
adequate, ill-managed, and languishing 
for trade.” 


Mr. BENN said he merely quoted 
from the Report of the Royal Commis- 
sion, 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said the 
hon. Member used those words, and they 
were not to be found in the Report. He 
had described the trade of the port of 
London as languishing,whereas that trade 
had actually increased by 3,000,000 tons 
in five years, What was the comparative 
increase as compared with the principal 
ports of the United Kingdom ? Taking 
the period between 1894 and 1904 the 
increase at Liverpool had been 28 per 
eent.; the ‘i'yne ports, 15 per cent.; 
Glasgow, 29 per cent.; Hull, 17. per 
cent.; Bristol, 16 per cent.; and South- 
ampton, on a small total, 40 per cent. ; 
while the increase had been no less than 
32 per cent. in the port of London. The 
increase of trade in this languishing port 
of London was the highest percentage but 
one of all the ports of the United KKing- 
dom. 


Mr. JOHN 


Hamburg ? 


BURNS: What about 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said he 
had been unable to obtain the figures for 
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Hamburg, but he had been told that the 
trade of the port of Hamburg was about 
9,000,000 tons, and the trade of the port 
of London was 25,000,000. The hon. 
Member was very fond of saying in refer- 
ence to fiscal questions that percentages 
should not be counted, and that vou 
should go upon the actual increases. He 
was ready to adopt that standard of com- 
parison. A large percentage on a small 
trade could not be shown to be more im- 
portant than a small percentage on a 
large trade. The trade of the port of 
London had increased to a greater extent, 
both as regarded its percentage and 
actuil increase, than that of any other 
port in the United Kingdom, and to a far 
greater extent than that of the port oi 
that 
any subsequent 


Hamburg. He hoped this Bull 
g i 
would not be revived in 


discussion in the House. 


The whole case for the purchase of the 
docks had been argued upon the assump- 
tion that the greater part of the trade of 
London was done in the docks, and the 
whole argument of the noble Lord the 
for Bedford that 


it the docks were purchased and handed 


Member had been 
over to the London County Coun:il they 
would b2 practically placing under the 
control of that body the trade of the 
port of London. He wished to remind 
hon. Members that they would be doing 
no such thing. It was not the case that 
the greater part of the trade of London 
was done in the docks. The percentage 
of the trade carried on in the docks was 
only 40 percent. The remaining 60 per 
cen, was hindled in the river; and as 
the 


panied, as it was expaiding, the dues 


system of wharves and jetties ex- 
reczived from them would forma valu- 
ah'e vddition to tha income of the Thames 
Qonservanuy. He complained that the 


Government “Departments which sent 


representatives to the Conservancy did 
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not give them of the best material at 
their command, and appealed to the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of 
Trade to supply them, not with time- 
worn material, but with the best possible 
kind of Civil servant he could give them. 
The revenues of the Conservancy were 
not fully adequate to the whole of th» 
task set before them; but if they had 
the power they would not make the mis- 
take being made by the County Council 
in this Bill, and ask for fresh revenue 
from the shipping, but they would ask 
for it from the goods. In every other 
port the dues charged were on ships and 
goods, and that system had been found 
He could not 


commercially sound. 


understand why the County Vouncil had 


omitted all charges on goods irom the 
Bill, for such charges must be the pro- 
fitable source of income. 


*Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, 


Walthamstow) said that for over 
twenty years he had been a director 
of one of the London dock com- 


panies; and as a merchant and a large 
payer of dues to the docks he was con- 
vinced that this Bill was not only abso- 
lutely unnecessary, but would increase the 
charges in the port of London enormously 
or else impose a heavy burden on the 


The 


work out their own salvation. 


ratepavers, docks might well be 
leit to 
He was perfectly certain from his ex- 
perien:e that no Committee or Commis- 
sion with a large proportion of members of 
the London County Council upon it could 
give the same care and attention to the 
spending oi the money which would be 
required to efficiently manage and work 
the docks as a body of business men who 
had been brouzht up to the work all their 
lives. The Liverpool representatives on 
the Mersey Docks and Harbou: Board 
consisted entirely of men who understood 
the business, and they were people who 
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paid the dues. There was no necessity 
to ask the ratepayers of London to find 
£50,000,000 to purchase the docks. The 
present port authority had done much 
better lately, and they had begun to look 
more after the requirements of the port. 
As long as they did all that was re- 
quired he did not think there was any 
need to ask the ratepayers of London to 


find this enormous amount of money. 


Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.) said that 
as one of the members of the Royal Com- 
mission he could not support the Bill. 
The Commission was unanimously of 
opinion that the management of the 
docks should rather be committed to a 
board representing all the interests con- 
cerned than to the municipal authority. 
There were reasons affecting the port of 
London which made it infinitely more 
important that such a body should not 
he set up in London than anywhere else. 
The hon. Member for Battersea said he 
considered the question of the proposed 


number of members of the London 
County Council a matter of detail. 


Would he agree to reduce that iumber 
from twenty-four to eight or nine, as was 
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proposed by the Government last year ? 
He was perfectly certain that the hon, 
Member would not accept that challenge, 
because he regarded it as one of the main 
principles of this Bill. , 

Mr. JOHN BURNS said he was quit: 
prepared to leave that matter to th 
Committee. 


Mr. PEEL said the measure had no 
chance of going to a Committee, but he 
felt sure that the hon. Member would not 
accept a diminution in the number of 
members of the London County Council, 
although he had stated that it was merely 
a matter of detail. The only effect of a 
Bill of this character would be to drive 
away trade from the Port of London to 
Liverpool, Bristol, Newcastle, and othe: 
ports. The shipping trade was a very 
sensitive and slippery article, and if it 
was not very carefully handled it could 
be very easily driven to some other port. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 125; Noes 
191. (Division List No, 140.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 

Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
sarlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brigg. John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Claney, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Jeseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Crean, Eugene 


Mr. David Morgan. 


Cullinan, J. 


Doogan, P. C. 


Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 


Delany, William 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 


Dufiy, William J. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Elibank, Master of 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | Henderson, Arthur (Durham 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 


Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) ‘ Joyce, Michael 


Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJoa: 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant Corrie 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Lewis 
Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil 
|! Harwood, George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H 


| Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) : 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire} 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
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Kennedy, P. J. (Westmeath,N.) 
Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Law. Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
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Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Levy, Maurice 
Lyell, Charles Henry 


Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


MacNeiil, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

MCrae, George 

M‘Hueh, Patrick A. 
Millop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Moss. Samuel 


Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Acnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster. Rt Hn.HughO. 
Arro], Sir William 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH. 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Bal Lord 

alfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHn.GeraldW.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury. Sir Frederick George 


rres, 


Banner. John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
sentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bienold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


jond, Edward 
joscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Bri 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen,* Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Rt.Hon.Sir John C. R. 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,CharlesCurtis( Antrim.S. ) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 


vn, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
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{ O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, 
O'Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Rickett, J. 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 

Shackleton, David 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


N.) 





Compton 


James 


NOES. 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
tt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Poster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon. Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans (T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormshy 
Goschen,Hon. George Joachim 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 

Hall, Edward Marshall 

Halsey, Rt.Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Heath,Sir James(Staffords. NW 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hobhouse,C. E.H.( Bristol, E. ) 
Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier,Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 


Youglas, 
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Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 
Spencer, Rt Hn.C.R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thompson, Dr. EC (Monagh’n,N 
Toulmin, Geerge 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Young, Sa 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 


Benn and Mr. John Burns. 


Jeffreys. Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway.Rt.Hon.Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hon.Col. VW. 
Kerr, John — 

Keswick. William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson .Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks, N.R. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long.Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Lonsdale. John Brownlee 
Lowther, RtHnJ.W (Cum. Penr. 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie, A. W. 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHn.SirH.F.(Wigt'n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. } 
Moon, EdwardRobert Pacy 
Moore, William 

Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
{unciman, Walter 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


Supply 
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Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Rt HnJ.Parker (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt.Hen. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M'Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord FE. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
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Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay 'T. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G.E.( Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 








Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 


Sharpe, William Edward T. Tuff, Charles 


Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. 


SUPPLY COMMITTEE. 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [April 13th], “That 
Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair 
(lor Committee on Civil Services and 
Revenue Departments Estimates).”—(Str 
A, Achand-Hood.) 


Question again proposed. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
EK.) rose to call attention to Acts relating 
to the safe working of, and th: prevention 
of accidents upon, railways, and to the 
hours of labour of railway servants; and 
to move a Resolution. He said he would 
not apologise for raising the question in 
this form. 


large number of hon. Members who 


During the present session a 


desired to bring forward Resolutions had 
been interested in the ballet for places, 
and although be had been desirous of 
bringing this question before the House 
on one of the evenings allotted to private 
Members he had not been successful in 
the ballot. 


ing the life a: d limb of railway scrvants, 


Ty his opinion matters affect- 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Lord 
Alwyne Compton and Mr. 
Alban Gibbs. 


and especially the excessive hours which’ 
in many instances, servants still worked, 
were of very much greater importance 
than many of the questions which had 
lately been discussed in the House. If 
those interested in this question were to 
wait until the Board of Trade Vote came 
before the House, this question would be 
only one of tre many raised in that dis- 
would 


irequent experience had shown, 


cussion, and the result be. as 
that a 
haphazard, or rather, he would say, a 
restricted allusion would be made to it in 
the reply from the representative of the 


That 


factory than a statement made on 


Department. would be less satis- 
an 


occasion of this kind. 
Parliament had provided the Board 
of Trade 


instruments 


with a great number of 


which it had used very 


imperfectly and inadequately to carry 


out the great objects which were 
contemplated by legislation in con- 
nection with th: safe working of 


railways, and the prevention of accidents 
to those employed. Great powers were 
vested in the Board of Trade in virtue of 
many Acts passed prior to those dealing 
particularly with this question, but, of 
course, the main Acts by which they 
were empowered to deal with the matters 
involve were those of 1889 and 1°93 in 


relation to working hours on railways, 











Supply 


185 
and also the Accidents Act of 1900, 
What he had to say upon the whole of 
that legislation was that it seemed to him 
that since the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Crovdon left the Board of 
Trade there had been lixer adm‘n'stra- 
ton and a less sympathet’e attitude, and 
an absence of insight and initiative in 


of 


servants and the prevention of the evils 


regard to the protection railway 


arising from the excessive hours worked 
This condition of affairs was extremely 
From a comparison of 


he found 


ul satisfactory. 


the figures for recent years 
that there had been some slight improve- 
ments, but what he had to complain of 
was that the main objects of the Act of 
1900 still remained absolutely unfulfilled, 
Hs informat‘on might not be up to date, 
he that 


action hed been taken with regard to 


but was informed no official 


tie quest on of couplings, whether auto- 


Us 


matic or non-autoematic. 


Board 


loss of life and injuries result- 


From the of Tr:de Returns 


as Te 


ny trom operations in coupling and 


uncoupling of wagons, and _ the 
matshalling of trains, he found that 


there had been practically no diminution 


whatsoever. It appeared to him that 


the form of the last Return of accidents 
liad been altered in a way which made it 
less satisfactory than before. There was 
a less clear light thrown on the causes of 
the accidents, but so far as he could 
make out the figures did not show that 
the accidents differed materially from 
those which occurred before the Act of 1900 
was passed. He would concentrate his 
attention on this particular pont, and he 
would not quarrel with the Board of 
Trade in regard to matters where they 
had rendered valuable service under the 


Sir Francis Hopwood was one of 


Bost 
ACL, 
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the greatest workers in the cause of the 
railway servants, and he had had a great 
deal to do wth that admirable official in 
connection wth the inquiries conducted 
in the United States as to the methods 
of coupling and uncoupling adopted in 
that 
Francis Hopwood had made to the Board 


country. The Report which Sir 
of Trade on the subject was of great im- 
It showed 
fact that since the Department which 


portance. the remarkable 


was responsible there for the sate 


working and administration of the 


railways really took the matter in 


hand with energy and determination 


immense results had been obtained in the 
In 1893 the 


number killed in America from this class 


protection of life and limb. 


of accidents was 2,727, and in four years 
after the initiation of legislation on the 
subject the mortality had been reduced 
to 1,695,a percentage of seventy or eighty. 
The number of injuries had been reduced 
in like proportion. Every man who knew 
anything of the mechanical considerations 
involved ip this problem knew that there 
were very great difficulties to be solved, 
but at the same time those who had 
studied the progress of invention in rela- 
tion to this problem must feel that it was 
one which was not mechanically incapable 
The 


ought to have thrown its energies into 


of being solved. Board of Trade 


this question with the view to arriving at 
a solution of it, and it was no exaggera- 
tion to say that the Board deserved the 
censure of the House of Commons for not 
having taken more active steps in that 
direction, and for not having approached 


nearer to a solution. 


The reports of the Board of Trade 


previous to 1:88 showed 


of life 


were 


inspectors 


that the loss and injury to 


railway passengers immensely 
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greater thin they had since been. The 
secret of the change was to be found in 
the passing of the Act of 1°89, when the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Bristol was President of the Board of 
Trade. By that Act the Board of Trade 
was enabled to make the 
brake system and the interlock ng of 


automatic 


signals and point compulsory throughout 
the railways o' this country. This afforded 
a vivid illustration of the good results 
which could be obtained from resolute 
and well-considered action on definite 
lines. Perhaps the 
Board of Trade would be able to throw 
some light upon what appeared to be the 
inaction of the Board, but it seemed to 


Secretary of the 


him that a more energetic policy should 
be adopted by the Department. 


And, it being midnight, the debate 
stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 


next, 


SMALL HOLDINGS BILL. 
Order for resuming adjourned debate 
on Question [24th March], “That the 
Bill be now read a second time,” read. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
K.) asked leave to withdraw the measure. 
On account of an error of the Public 
sill Office 
Amendments had been omitted, and he 


and the printers, certain 


was advised that the proper course to 
take the Pill 
reintroduce it with the Amendments. 


was to withdraw and 


Bill, by leave, withdrawn, 
POST OFFICE (TELEPHONE AGREE- 
MENT). 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a Select Committee be appointed 
cs Mr. Channiny. 
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to consider the Agreement of the 2nd 
day of February, 1905, between the 


Postmaster-General and the National 


Telephone Company, and to report 
whether it is desirable in the public 
interest that the Agreement should be. 
seckett, Mr- 
Benn, Sir Horatio Davies, Mr. Helme, 
Sir William Holland, Mr. Morrison, Mr, 
Joseph Nolan, Sir 
Colonel Rovds, and Mr. Stuart-Wortley 


be members of the Committee ; That the 


come binding; That Mr. 


Charles Renshaw, 


Committee have power to send for 
persons, papers, and records; That 
Three be the quorum.”—(The Post- 


master-General.) 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
objected to the Motion being passed now 
on the ground that the Agreement did not 
protect tlie interests of the employees, no 
provision having been made for their 
transference. No Labour representative 
was on the Committee to look after the 


interest of the employees. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
STANLEY, Westhoughton) 
expressed the hope that the first part 
ofthe Motion would be agreed to. The 
constitution of the Committee could be 


Lancashire, 


considered afterwards. 


*Mr. KETR HARDIE agreed to the 


suggestion. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) objected to the 
whole of the Motion. 


The Motion was therefore allowed to 


stand over. 


Adjourned at eight minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 








Member. 


fen che 
-Isterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the 


«Tn 





Member. 


i mere 
-Tsterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates revision by the 


= 
= 
y 
Y 


Petitions. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 14th April, 1905. 


189 





COMMISSION. 
The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :— 
1, Army (Annual). 


2, Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 1). 
3. Leeds Corporation (Consolidation). 


House adjourned during pleasure. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Littlehampton Urban District Council 
Bill fi.u.J. The King’s consent signified ; 
and Bill reported from the Select Com- 
mitt e, with Amendments. 

Barrymore Estate Bill [a.t.]. Read 2". 

Chelsea Electricity Supply Bill; 
Epping Gas Bill; Great Eastern Rail- 
way Bill; Higham and Hundred of Hoo 
Water sill; Loughborough Corporation 
Bill: Norwich Union Lite Insurance 
Society Bill; Weybridge and Waltou- 
upon-Thames Electric Supply Bill. Read 
2 and committed. 

London and India Docks Company 
Bill [u.u.J]. Read 2" (according to order), 
and committed. The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill |#.1.] ; 
East Cowes Gas Bill [4.u.]; Orphan 
Working School and Alexandra Orphan- 
age Bill [H.t.]. Read 3°, and passed, 
an! sent to the Commons, 


Walker and Wallsend Union Gas Bill. 
Read 3°, and passed. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 3) Bill Loca! 
Government Provisional Orders (Poor 
Law) Bill. Brought from the Commons, 


North Sussex Gas Bill; Hitchin and 
District Gas Bill; Woolwich Borough 
VOL. CXLV. [Fourrs Serizs.] 
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Council Bill; Dublin Corporation (Super 
annuation) Bill. Brought from the 
Commons; read 1'; and referred to the 
{xaminers, 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [4.u.]. A Bill to confirm certa‘n 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade under the Gas and Water Works 
Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Bolsover 
Denbigh Water, Formby Gas, 
Hayling Water, and Stavely Gas. Was 
presented by the Earl Waldegrave (for 
the Lord Privy Seal (M. Salisbury) ); 
read 1"; to be printed; and referred to 
the Examiners. (No, 52.) 


(ras, 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (Lon lon No. 1) Bill [x.u.] 
(No. 55). A Bill to confirma Provisional 
Order made by the Board of Education 
under the Education Acts, 1870 to 1903, 
to enable the London County Council to 
put in foree the Lands Clauses Acts. 
And 


Education Board Provisional Ovder 
Confirmation (Londoa No. 2) Bill [H.u.] 
(No. 54). A Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order made by the Board of Education 
under the Education Acts, 1870 to 1905, 
toenible the London County Council to 
put in force the Lands Clauses 
Were presented by the Lord President 
(2. Vane (M. Londonderry)); read 1*; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


Acts. 


Local Government Provision:l Orders 
(No. 2) Bill (No. 55); Locii fovernment 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill (No. 56); 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Poor Law) Bill (No. 57). Read 1; to 
he printed; and referred to the Ex- 


aminers 






PETITIONS. 


STREET BETTING BILE [i.1.] 
Petition in fivour of; of Inhabitants 
of the Urban District of Milnrow, in the 
county of Lancaster; read, and ordered 
to lie on the ‘able. 
G 
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AFRICA, No. 4 (1905). 


{COMMONS ; 


| 


| 


Reports from the Director of Agricul- | 


ture on the Government farms at Nairebi 


and Naivasha in the East Africa Protec- | 


torate, for the vear 1904; and on the 
prospects oi settlers. 


INDIAN POLICE. 


Report of the Indian Police Commis- 


sion, and resolution of the Government | 


of India. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 


Report of the South African Native | 


Affairs Commission, 1903-1905. 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3339. Colombia (Santa Marta). 
No. 3340. Italy (Venice). 

No. 3341. Japan (Hakodate). 


Presented [by Command], and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899 (PAISLEY DIS- 
TRICT TRAMWAYS ORDER). 


Report by the Poard of Trade respect- 
ing the above Provisional Order, and the 
objects thereof. Laid before the House 


i(No. 2) 
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The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Dublin Corporation (Superannuation) 


| Bill; Hitchin and District Gas Bill; 


| Woolwich Borough Council Bill, 


Read 


| the third time, and passed. 


Great Western Railway (New Railways) 
Bill. As amended, considered; A clause 


/added; Amendments made; Bill to be 


read the third time. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
Bill; Local Government 


| Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local 


' Government Provisional 
_Law) Bill, 


Orders (Poor 
Read the third time, and 


| passed, 


| (No. 3) Bill. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
“To confirm a Provisional 
Order made by the Board of Trade, 


under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
|and 1888, relating to Woolwich,” pre- 


PROCEDURE | 


| and 


sented by Mr. Bonar Law; supported by 
Mr. Victor Cavendish ; read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of 


| Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 


(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on | 


the Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 


Report fromthe Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lord be proposed to 
the House asa member of the panel of 
Lords to act as Commissioners under the 
Act, viz., Lord Stanley of Alderley ; 
agreed to; and the said Lord appointed 
accordingly. 
adjourned at 


House half-past 


(No. 4) Bili. 


printed, [Bill 174.] 


Electr'e Lighting Provisional Orders 
“To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Poard of 


| Trade, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 
| 1882 and 1888, The Electric Lighting 
(Scotland) Act, 1890, and The Electric 


Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1902, relating to 
Denny and Dunipace, Grangemouth, 
Inverness, Pollokshaws, Renfrew, Ruther- 


glen, and Uphall,” presented by Mr. 


Bonar Law; supported by Mr. Victor 
Cavendish; read the first time; and 


‘referred to the Examiners of Petitions 


‘for Private 


Bills, and to be printed. 


| (Bill 175. 


Four o'clock, to Monday the | 
8th of May next, a quarter- | 


past Four o’clock 


Hlectric Lighting Provisional Orders 
Bill. “ To confirm certain Pro- 


yr ~ 


No. 9) 
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visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 
1882 and 1888, relating to Andover, 
3urslem (Extension to Tunstall), Hessle, 
Litherland, Little Hulton, Penmaenmawr, 
Ravensthorpe, Stratford - upon - Avon, 
Surbiton, and Tewkesbury,” presented 
by Mr. Bonar Law; supported by Mr. 
Victor Cavendish; read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed, [Bill 176.] 


Wigan Corporation Bill. Petition for 
additional Provision; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LOKDS. 
That they have agreed to—Walker and 
Wallsend Union Gas Bill, without 
Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to extend the time for the 
construction of certain works authorised 
by The Leeds and Liverpool Canal Act, 
1891; to confer further powers on the 
Leeds and Liverpool Canal Company ; 
ani for other purposes.’ [Leeds and 
Liverpoo] Canal Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for 
incorporating and conferring powers on 
the Last Cowes Gas Company.” [East 
Cowes Gas Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act 
to confirm the amulgamation of the 
[ustitutions known as the Orphan Work- 
ing School, the Alexandra Orphanage for 
Infants, and the Convalescent Seaside 
Home for Orphans; to alter the name of 
the President, Vice-Presidents, Treasurer, 
and Governors of the Orphan Working 
School; to vest in them the property of 
the Alexandra Orphanage for Infants; 
to confer further powers on them; and 
for other purposes.” [Orphan Working 
School and Alexandra Orphanage Bill 
[Lords.] 


Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [Lords] ; 
East Cowes Gas Bill [Lords]; Orphan 
Working School and Alexandra Orphan- 
age Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, 
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PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, ETC., 
CONTINUANCE BILL. 

Petition of the Scottish Chamber of 
Agriculture, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table. 

AGRICULTURAL RATES, CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS, AND BURGH LAND TAX 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896. 

Petitions for continuance; from the 
Border Union Agricultural Society ; 
Kippen; and Lesmahagow; to lie upon 
the Table. 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS BILL, 


Petition of the Scottish Chamber of 
Agriculture, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table. 


DOGS BILL. 


Petition of the Scottish Chamber of 
Agriculture ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Bridge of 
Weir; Dundee; Edinburgh; Galashiels ; 
Locharbriggs; and Perth; to lie upon 


oleae 


the Table. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Oxenhall, against; "to 
lie upon the Table. 
PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF BUTTER BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF WHISKY BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 
VACCINATION BILL. 
Petition from Wandsworth, against ; 
to lie upon the Table, 


G 2 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
COLLEGE CHARTER ACT, 1871 (UNIVER- 
SITY COLLEGE OF SHEFFIELD). 

Paper [presented 13th April] to be 
printed, [No. 127.] 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(SUPERANNUATION) ACT, 1898. 
Paper [presented 15th April] to be 
printed. [No. 128.] 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS 
(SUPERANNUATION) ACT, 1898 (SCOT- 
LAND) 1899. 

Paper [presented 15th April] to be 

printed. [No 129.] 

SOUTH AFRICA (AUTHORITY OF HIGH 

COMMISSIONER). 
Return [presented 13th April] to be 

printed. [No. 150.] 


RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 

Copy presented, of Report, under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, by the Board of Trade 
respecting the Paisley District Tramways 
Order and the objects thereof [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 131.] 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
South African Native Affairs Commission, 
1905-5 [by Command]; to Ie upon the 
Table. 


AFRICA (No. 4, 1905). 

Copy presented, of Reports from the 
Director of Agriculture on the Govern- 
ment Farms at Nairobi and Naiwasha, 
in the Kast Africa Protectorate, for the 
year 1904, and on the Prospects of 
Settlers (by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Political Disabilities of Scottish Peers. 

MASTER or ELIBANK (Edinburgh, 
Midlothian): ‘To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, in the event of 
the Acts of Union being modified by 
an alteration in the number of represen- 


COMMONS} 





Questions. 


tatives for Scotland and TJreland 
respectively, he will, under any Redistri- 
bution Bill, consider the propriety of 
dealing with the political disabilities of 
the Scottish Peers who are not Peers of 
Parliament. 
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(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) AsT 
indicated to the hon. Member in a 
previous Answery, I do not thins that the 
political status of Scottish and Irish 
Peers can be appropriately dealt with in 
a Redistribution Bill. 


Reduction of Naval Armaments— 
International Understanding. 

Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
directed to the speech in the French 


Chamber by M. d’Estournelles de Con- 


stant, on [1th April, advocating a 
mutual understanding between the great 
Powers with a view to a general re- 


duction of naval armaments, and quoting, 
in favour of this policy, declarations by 
the Member jor West Birmingham and 
other public men in this country; and 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of approaching the French (covernment 
to ascertain whether some general agree- 
ment can be arrived at to further this 
end, 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Baljour.) The 
naval forces of this country are necessary 
for ifs national existence, and are kept 
solely for the purpose of defence. It is 
for countries of which these things ean- 
not be said, or cannot be said to the 
same extent, to initiate suggestions 0a 
the subject of naval disarmament, if they 
think fit. 


Vacancies for Second Class Clerks. 

Me, LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): To ask the Seeretary to the 
Treasury whether any vacancies exist in 
the upper section of second-class clerks; 
and, if so, when they will be filled; what 
will be the age of the then 
promoted; and to what scale of salary 
the promotions will entitle them. 


clerks 


(Answered by Mr. Vietor Cuvendish.) 
There are no existing vacancies in the 
upper section of the second-class clerks 








§ See (4) Debaies, exliv., 1037. 
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in the Customs Department, to which it | 
is presumed my hon. friend’s Question 
applies. 


Pupils Fees in Irish Model Schools. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury have the 
Commissioners of National Education 
lately made any representations relative 
to the appropriation by the Treasury of 
the fees paid by the pupils in Irish model 
schools; whether the conditions under 
which the Commissioners agreed to pay 
over to the Treasury a fixed annual sum 
of £2,000 out of the fees collected each 
year still obtain; and whether, con- 
sidering the altered conditions of pay- 
ments to teachers in mode! schools since 
the year 1900, the Treasury will no 
longer require this payment, and permit 
tle Commissioners, as they have more 
than once requested, to distribute the 
fees collected among the teachers of the 
schools which the pupils paying these 
fees attend, 


(Answered by ;Mr. Victor Cuvendish.) 
The Treasury has received no representa- 
tion from the Irish Government or the 
Commissioners of National Education 
with reference to the arrangement under 
which the model school fees within the 
limit of £2,0.0 are appropriated in aid of 
the Vote for Public Education, Ireland. 


Disturbances at Mr. Kensit’s Meeting 
at Consett. 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to an attack 
made on Mr. John Kensit, and others, at 
Consett, on the 27th ultimo; can he say 
if any arrests were made; and what 
steps he proposes to take to prevent such 
occurrences in the future. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglus.) My attention was called to 
the matter by the Question of the hon. 
Member, and I have obtained a report 
from the chief constable of the county. 
He reports that some of Mr. Kensit’s 
friends (not Mr. Kensit himself) at- 
tempted to hold a meeting in a public 
thoroughiare at Consett on the 27th 
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ultimo, but that, owing to the hostile 
attitude of the crowd, the preachers left 
under the protection of the police. One 
of the party received a kick on his leg, 
and the police ascertained and told him 
the nime of his assailant. *The preacher 
said that he should have to report the 
matter to his headquarters, and con- 
sequently no arrest was made. The 
police who are responsible for the main- 
tenance of order appear te have carried 
out their dutics in a satisfactory manner, 
and no action on my part appears to be 


called for. 


Unestablished and Rural Auxiliary 
Postmen in Ireland. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): To ask the 
Postmaster-Genegzal whether he will state 
what benefits will accrue under his re- 
cently published Memorandum to un- 
established and rural auxiliary postmen 
in Ireland, doing five hours duty and 
upwards, who perform the work of 
regular postmen in country districts, and 
who are paid at the rate of 4d. per hour, 
receiving wages less than 12s, pert week; 
what change will be made in the con- 
dition and service of unestablished and 
rural auxiliaries who were appointed, 
prior to men now employed, on minor 
rural deliveries by the introduction of 
the house-to-house system some years 
ago; and whether he will take into con- 
sideration the increased responsibilities 
of this class, as well as established post- 
men, whose conditions of employment 
hitherto have shut them out from the 
benefits and privileges extended to all 
established postmen during the past ten 
years. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Unestab- 
lished and rural auxiliary postmen doing 
five hours duty and upwards, but not a 
full duty, are as a rule paid somewhat 
more than 4d. an hour. Their pay de- 
pends upon the scale assigned to the 
established postmen at the place from 
which they start, and where an improve- 
ment has been made in that scale these 
auxiliary postmen will benefit. I am not 
sure of the exact meaning of the latter 
part of the hon. Member’s Question. 
Perhaps he will furnish me with concrete 
instances, 
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Beira (South Africa) Post Office—Delay in 
returning Undelivered Postal Packets. 
Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that loss has 
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refers, and I see no reason for giving these 
men any further increase of pay. Their 
work is of an extremely simple character, 
and widely different from that performed 
| by postmen. 


arisen to the proprietors of the Banffshire | 
Advertiser newspaper through the action | 


of the post office at Beira, South Africa, 
in retaining undelivered for more than six 
months a number of copies of that news- 
paper in place of, as requested on the 
cover, returning each individual copy so 
soon as it was ascertained that delivery 
could not be made; and whether steps 


willbe taken to prevent the recurrence of | 


the action complained of. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) As T in- 
formed the hon. Member, when replying 
to a letter which he wrote to me on this 
subject recently, the post office at Beira 
would not be bound to return any of the 
newspapers 1n question to this country 
for six months. Some of them were, 
however, ‘retained there for a longer 
period, and the delay has already been 
reported to the Portuguese authorities in 
order that it may be inquired into. 


Pay of Post Office Provincial Night 
Messengers. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
To ask the Postmaster-General if he is 
aware that the provincial night messen- 


gers have received no increase of pay | 


under his new scheme as they were already 
paid the minimum wage of town post- 
men; and will he consider the case of 
the night messengers with five years of 
approved service, with a view to their 
being paid a similar increment as all post- 
mien receive on attaining the age of 


twenty-five, or granted a proportionate | 


increase of pay on the scale of the rural 
postmen. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The hon. 
Member appears to be under a misappre- 
hension. The minimum of the provincial 
town postmen has been raised in four of 
the five classes, and where the unestab- 
lished night telegraph messengers were 
formerly paid at the minimum of the 
town postmen’s scale it follows that in 
such cases they have received a corres- 
ponding increase. I fully considered the 
further points to which the hon. Member 


_Learners performing Post Office Duties. 
| Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, Collese 
| Green): To ask the Postmaster-General 
if he will state the number of learners in 
Ireland, Scotland, and England. respec- 
tively, who were admitted into the Post 
Office service by competitive examination 
like other Civil servants, and who are now 
qualified in both sorting and telegraphy, 
| but who, notwithstanding that they work 
eight hours per day, have never received 
pay in any wav; how many learners in 
the three countries, respectively, who are 
fully qualified in general post oflice work 
are still kept as learners at the rate of Js. 
or Gs. per week; and will he see in future 
that young people will not be admitted 
into the public service in excess of the 
ordinary requirements, and thereby pre- 
vent their being kept for years practically 
| without pay in the employment of the 
| State. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Tam not 
aware thet there are any learners, 
whether admitted by competition or 
otherwise, who are fully qualified and are 
working eight hours a day without pay, 
/and I shall be glad if the hon, Member 

will let me know the names of any offices 
| where such a state of things exists. Most 
qualified learners are now obtaining em- 
ployment as substitutes with wages con- 
siderably above 5s. or 6s. a week, and I 
do not think the expense of ascertaining 
what small number have not vet obtained 
such employment would be justified. All 
| learners who have served as such for two 
years will in future receive a considerable 
increase of pay. I have already taken 
steps to restrict the admission of learners. 


Date of Discussion on Post Office 
Estimates. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 
| master-General if he can now state when 
'the discussion on the Post, Office Esti- 
_mates will be taken; and whether they 
| will be taken before the Easter Recess. 
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(Answered by Lord Stanley.) It is 
quite impossible for the Post Office Esti- 
mates to be taken before the THaster 
Recess, but I am endeavouring to arrange 
that they shall be taken at an early date 
after Easter. As the hon. Member will 
understand, the matter is one which does 
not rest entirely with me. 


Armoured Cruisers. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the “ecretarv to the Admiralty what 
alterations, if any, have been made to His 
Majesty’s ships ‘ Powerful” and 
“Terrible ’’ which entitles them to be 
described as armoured in the March Navy 
List, seeing that the term applies equally 
and in the same manner to armoured 
eruisers Of the “ Black Prince ” and 
“Kent? classes; and what is the reason 
why of the ‘ Andromeda,” 
* Ariadne,” and ‘ Niobe ” classes are also 
described as armoured. 


29 


cruisers 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
ships In question are described as pro- 
tected in the March Navy List. The 
table alluded to was first introduced into 
the Navy List in January of this year. 
The error in classi‘ication mentioned oc- 
eurred in the Navy List of that month, 
but was corrected in the February issue. 


The Unemployed Bill—Application to 
Scotland. 

Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.): 
To ask the Lord-Advocate, seeing that 
the Government intend introducing before 
aster a Bill relative to the unemployed, 
vlhether such measure will be applicable 
to Scotland. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) Tt is 
not proposed to include Scotland in the 
Bill. 


Fish Carriage from the North of Scotland. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
To ask the Lord- Advocate, having 
regard to the fact that in March of 
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last year the late Secretary for Scot- 
land was in communication with the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
with a view to secure a reduction in the 
through rates charged for the carriage of 
fish from the North of Scotland to the 
southern markets, will he state the result 
of the correspondence, and the names of 
the railway companies which have been 
communicated with on the subject. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) I 
caunot add anything to the Answer given 
to the hon. Member on February 27thf. 


Port of Ness Harbour—-Work of Messrs. 
D. and T. Stevenson. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord-Advocate, 
the that the 
harbour and breakwater at Port Ness, 
Island of Lewis, were constructed from 
plans prepared by Messrs. D. and T. 
Stevenson, and that the harbour, although 


having regard to fact 


comparatively new, is now in such a con- 
dition as not to warrant the expenditure 
requisite to render it of service to the 
fishermen, will the Scottish Office con- 
sider the expediency of employing some 
other firm of civil engineers when again 
requiring professional assistance. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
only assurance I can give is that the 
Secretary for Scotland will endeavour to 
secure the efficient professional 
assistance when occasion arises. 


most 


Income-tax on Arrears of Rent pai 
under the Irish Land Act. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he can state when, in 
the case of an agreement having been exe- 
cuted between landlord and tenant for the 
sale of a holding under the Irish Land Act, 
1903, and a sum of money added to the 
selling price of the holding in respect of 
arrears of rent, the income-tax authori- 
ties are entitled to demand payment of 
income-tax at current or other rate on 
such arrears before the vendor receives 





t See (4) Debates, cxli., 1321. 
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same through the Estates Commissioners 
on the allocation of the purchase money. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Since the year 1881 it has been the 
practice in Jreland under ‘Treasury 
sanction, continued from year to year, 
to accept income-tax from the land- 
lords of agricultural lands on the actual 
rents received from time to time instead 
of on the full amount assessed under 
Schedule A. The Board of Inland 
Revenue will adopt the same practice 
in regard to arrears of rent paid under 
the Irish Land Act, 1903. They have, 
in fact, arranged with the Irish Land 
Commissioners to furnish the Comp- 
troller in Dublin with statements of such 
arrears as and when paid, so that applica- 
tion for the duty may be made at or 
soon after the time of payment. 


Balance-Sheet of Post Office Savings 
Bank. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
To ask Mr, Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether the Comptroller of the National 
Debt has prepared a_balance-sheet of 
the Post Office Savings Bank on the 
3lst December, 1904, in order that the 
National Debt Commissioners may be 
kept acquainted with the financial 
position of the bank; if so, on what 
basis was the valuation of securities 
made; and is there any objection to 
laying the balance-sheet upon the Table 
of the House. 


(Answered by Mr, Austen Chamberlain.) 
The calculations which are necessary to 
determine the amount of the liability to 
depositors on the 31st December last 
have not yet been completed. When 
the liabilities have been ascertained, a 
statement will be prepared for presenta- 
ticn to Parliament, showing on the one 
side the liabilities, and on the other side 
the nature and amount of the securities 
held, as directed by Section 9 of The 
Savings Banks Act, 1904. 


Post Office and Trustees Savings Banks. 
Dre. MACNAMARA: To ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
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is aware that the sum due to depositors 
in the Post Office Savings Bank and the 
Trustees Savings Banks amount together 
to £200,000,000, repayable on demand, 
against which no reserve is kept; and 
has he considered the desirability of 
forming a gold reserve against these 
deposits. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The cash balance held on account of the 
Savings Banks is sufficient to meet the 
actual demands. The statutes require 
that the funds of the Savings Banks 
shall be invested in securities in order 
to earn the interest payable to depositors, 
and I see no reason why that require- 
ment should not continue to be complied 
with. 


Supposed Complaint against Constable 
Pakenham. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that a_ report 
has been made against Constable Paken- 
stationed at Mountpottinger 
Barracks, Belfast; will he state what is 
its nature; and on what grounds has 
Constable Pakenham been refused a 
sworn inquiry into the complaint made 
against him, 


(Answered by Mr. Athinson.) The 
hon. Member has been misinformed. 
No report or complaint of any kind has 
been made against this constable, nor 
has he made any demand for an inquiry. 


Gold Output of Transvaal Mines— White 
and Coloured Labour Employed. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: To ask _ the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can give, month for month 
for 1904, and for the months of January, 
February, and March, 1905, the gold 
output of the mines of the Transvaal 
the number of native labourers, the 
number of Chinese coolies, and the 
number of white men engaged in mining 
operations, 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) ; following table so far as they are avail- 
The figures asked for are shown in the able— 


Transvaal Gold Mining Industry. 


| Output. 
Whites Coloured Chinese 
Period. employed. | employed. | employed. 
Witwatersrand. | Other districts. 
| £ £ 
January, 1904 - | 12,814 75,027 | Nil 1,183,946 47,472 
February ,, - 12,801 77,899 | — 1,199,712 30,014 
Mareh ‘ 12,681 79,569 | — 1,266,281 44,286 
April » -°| 12,740 78,825 —_ 1,261,746 45,685 
May xi 5 13,127 77,919 — 292,978 45,561 
June 1s 13,415 74,652 1,004 1,267,093 42,673 
July je 13,707 73,570 1,388 1,254,097 45,784 
August in 2 14,353 75,148 4,945 1,279,047 47,421 
September ,, 14,455 75,411 9,020 1,279,123 47,585 
October 6.8 14,525 78,491 12,965 1,553,481 49,686 
November ,, - | 14,944 81,673 17,469 1,376,311 51,636 
December ,, - | 15,023 83,639 | 20,885 1,486,234 52,566 
January, 1905 - | 15,536 89,895 | 27,222 1,517,349 | 51,159 
| 

February ,, - | 15,831 97,882 | 31,424 1,491,174 54,197 
March » - | Official figures not yet received. 


New Pield Guns for 4th West Yorks will be available for issue to this 
Volunteer Artillery. Volunteer Corps. 

Mr. J, F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) : ——— 
- 7 the Secretary of ei for War ger ecrion (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
. * vi ca pricing, Ie aedine * Mr. Hatsry reported from the Com- 

we — Seteunet Artillery will be snittee of Selection; That they had dis- 
supplied with the 15-pounder field guns charged the following Member from serv- 
now in use by the Regular Army. ing on the Standing Committee on Law 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Pro- 
cedure :—Mr. Waldron; and had ap- 
pointed in substitution: Mr. Joseph 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- Nolan. 


Forster.) Tt is not possible at present to 
say when it is probable that field guns _ Report to lie upon the Table. 
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LUNACY ACT AMENDMENT (LONDON) 
BILL. 

' Order for Second Reading upon 

Wednesday, 3rd May, read, and dis- 

charged, Bill withdrawn. 


LAND VALUES (ASSESSMENT AND 
RATING) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said it was not his own good 
fortune but it was the misfortune of the 
hon. Baronet the Member for the North- 
wich Division of Cheshire which placed 
on him the duty of again moving, as he 
did last year, the Second Reading of 
this Bill. He was sure they all re- 
gretted—and no one more than himself— 
that the task should not have been 
undertaken by the hon. Baronet who 
was unfortunately absent owing to ill- 
health, and whose prominence in the busi- 
ness world would pre-eminently entitle 
him to deal with the matter. But he 
felt that this question did not depend in 
any sense upon the personality of its 
advocates, for it was part of a great 
world movement in finance and _ it 
mattered very little what individual 
propesed or advocated it. It was, more- 
over, a topic of increasing interest in our 
own country and one which was every 
year supported more powerfully by the 
municipalities great and small. This 
was the fourth year they had brought 
this Bill before the House of Commons, 
They admitted that its subject was in 
some respects complicated and presented 
many practical difficulties which it would 
be necessary to solve if the measure 
became law, but they were certain that 
the basis of their proposals was sound, 
and he hoped the House would send the 
Bill to a Committee in order that it 
might be thrashed out in detail. 


In every important respect it was the 
same Bill as that which he introduced 
last year. Its main object was to make 
an assessment of the land values of our 
towns and urban districts, to place upon 
the rate-book a second column, which 
would consist of assessments at 3 per cent. 
of the selling values, and to provide that 
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where the new assessment in the case of 
any plece of property amounted to a larger 
sum than the present assessment on the 
annual value the rate should falluponthat 
new assessment. There was a small 
addition to Clause 3 to carry out 
what was the original intention of the 
clause, and an addition to Clause 6, as to 
which he would have to say a word 
or two later on. He might say 
to his hon, friends irom Ireland that the 
promoters of the Bill had considered a 
proposition to include Ireland as well as 
ingland and Wales within its scope, but 
alter consulting an hon. and learned 
Member sitting in that House, they had 
taken his advice that it would technically 
be teo difficult to deal in the same Bill 
with Ireland, asit would require a variety 
of wording. They therefore hoped that 
their frish and Seotch friends would 
continue to support the Bill on the under- 
standing that the promoters wished to 
extend it, and would be ready to do so, to 
other parts of the United Kingdom as 
soon as there was an opportunity of 
bringing ina Bill on similar lines. This 
Bill was supported with practical 
unanimity by the local authorities of the 
United Kingdom. There were no fewer 
than 166 corporations or borough or t wn 
councils. 152 urban district councils, and 
128 Poor Law authorities supporting it, 
and since the Bill was introduced last 
year the number of local authorities 
supporting the measure had been in- 
creased by no fewer than 205, 


Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): 
they support it ? 


How do 


*Mr. TREVELYAN said they had all 
passed resolutions in its favour, and in 
view of this fact it was useless ior 
opponents to describe the Bill as revolu- 
tionary or subversive. He did not intend 
to argue that land reformers were inclined 
to regard the measure as the whole 
solution of the question. They considered 
it rather as the basis from which it was 
hoped the reform of the present system 
of local taxation would start. 


He would like to say a word or 
two about the general principle that 
was involved in the Bill. Evervone 
at the present moment was beginning 
to say that the difficulties of our local 
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were aS great as those of 
nationa! finance. In his opinion they 
were even greater, because the whole 
of our local taxation was drawn from 
one and the same source, with the excep- 
tion of some comparatively smal! national 
subventions. No one could say that our 
creat wealthy towns could not afford the 
taxation which was at present levied—if 
it were levied in the right direction. 
The evil of the present system was that 
the rates to a very great extent fell upon 
houses and improvements. The assess- 
mentson whichrates at present were levied 
contained, it was true, the annual letting 
value of the land, But in most cases 
more than half of the assessments from 
which rates were at present levied 
fell upon the value of improvements. 
This was specially true of those 
parts of towns where development was 
goiiy on most actively, Tf they went 
into the outside parts of their towns 
they would find, taking the present 
assessments on which rates were levied, 
that the enormously greater part of the 
assessments—in many cases nine-tenths 
—were assessments not on land value, 
but on the value of houses and mills and 
of improvements onthe Jand. Ina great 
part of our towns there was a taxation 
from six to nine shillings in the pound, 
nine-tenths of which was upon improve- 
uients and houses which were put upon 
the land, and to many of them that ap- 
peared to be the real evil of the present 
burden of the rates. It was a flagrant 
and disastrous social evil and it seemed 
to bring them face to face with the actual 
treason for the overcrowding in their 
cities and towns. Why was it, when the 
poor were crying out for good houses and 
when they were paving exorbitant rents 
for b id tenements, that the building trade, 
where there was a great demand for houses 
as evidenced by the readiness to pay high 
Tents, was seriously depressed ? After all, 
the building trade had every advantage 
it could have. It had no foreign compe- 
tition to face, it sould obta‘n material 
very cheap, and there was no lack of 
demand for houses; but there was a lack 
of a supply because the supply was so 
seriously taxed. 


He would like to quote from an 
interesting and important statement, 
made by one who knew more, perhaps, 


finance 
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about our town populations than any 
other man in the United Kingdom. 
He referred to Mr. Charles Booth, who 
had written recently on this subject, and 
who took an even more advanced view 
on it than some hon. Members who were 
promoting this Bill. He said— 

“When for the advantage of the consumer, 
and in the interests of the towns, and of trade, 
the food of the people was relieved of a large 
part of the taxation it had borne, it seems to 
have been overlooked, or not fully foreseen, that 
the houses the people lived in were, or would 
come to be, even more heavily taxed than their 
food had ever been, and that free internal de- 
velopments would be hindered by the peculiar 
incidence of this burden.” 


What they thought was that if a measure 
of that kind were passed, and if the 
people in their towns were able to see 
side by side, the assessment of the per- 
manent land value—and the value of the 
whole property, including buildings and 
improvements, they would realise how 
very much better it would be to gradually 
remove the present taxation on improve- 
ments and houses which varied in 
proportion to the expenditure and 
enterprise of the person who made the 
improvements. They would see the 
advantage of substituting a tax on land 
value, the incidence of which would be 
much the same on all properties in the 
same quarter of the town, because the 
land values would be very much the 
same and would not rise in proportion to 
the amount of capital which was put into 
the land to improve it. This was the 
ultimate aspect of land taxation, but 
thev did not want to hurry. It was too 
great a question, and this Bill did not go 
so far as that. There was another reason 
why Houses were not erected as rapidly as 
the population required, and that was 
that land in the neighbourhood of towns 
was dear. It was to that question that 
this Bill was immediately directed. All 
they desired was to get land into the 
market for the purpose of developing the 
town. Land was a first necessity for any 
kind of living or industry. It was private 
property in all civilised nations, but: still 
it did not cease to be a first necessity for 
everybody, and because it was a first 
necessity for every enterprise, the State 
was bound to see that it was used for the 
best purposes, while it preserved to 
private individuals the right to draw rent 
from it. 
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At the present time good agricul- 
tural land on which there was no im- 
mediate prospect of building could be 
sold for from £50 to £100 per acre, which 
represented from 3d. to 6d, per square 
yard. But the time came when that land 
was gradually converted into building 
land, and it was so converted because the 
towns had crept up to it, and not be- 
eause the landlord, by any superhuman 
skill or industry, had brought the land 
nearer to the town. Every penny of 
the increased value was due to the 
exertions of others than the landlord, 
who was very lucky indeed to get that 
increase of value. Who could deny that 
« man who possessed agricultural land 
which he could sell for £50 or £100 
per acre was exceedingly fortunate, 
when, owing to the development of a 
town, he was able to get from £200 to 
£300 for the very same property. Yet, 
as society was ordered to-day, the price 
of land before coming into the market 
for building land was enormously greater 
than the figures he had just given. He 
had asked men who had had to do with 
dealings in land what was the lowest 
price at which land came into the 
market round our great towns, and they 
had informed him that from £600 to 
£200 per acre, or 2s. per square yard, 
was about the lowest, but that the 
ordinary price at which it did come 
into the market was very much higher, 
and that it ranged from £1,000 to £1,500 
per acre. He was putting out of 
consideration those tracts of land which 
were purposely kept out of use until 
the towns had developed round them 
—tracts for which the prices were 
enormously in advance of the figures 
he had quoted. Nobody who was 
arguing for the Bill would assert 
that individual blame attached to 
the landlord for charging these prices. 
It was a State -sanctioned monopoly 
which enabled them to bleed the people 
because of their very necessities. They 
did not, in the long run, expect humani- 
tarlanism from anyone. But it was not 
good for the people. It was their busi- 
ness to get land into the market at reason- 
ably cheap rates, and they might be 
perfectly certain that landlords would 
get an increase on agricultural value, 
even if they taxed it as the Bill pro- 
posed to do. The difference between 

Mr. Trevelyan, 
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the selling value of agricultural land 
to-day and the selling value of building 
land showed an enormously too great 
discrepancy, and, therefore, he sub- 
mitted they ought to bring land into the 
market at a much cheaper rate. 


During the last few months he had 
been watching the criticisms upon their 
proposals, and he was sure that no 
one on that side of the House had any 
disposition to despise or neglect those 
criticisms. One thing said was that 
land was not kept out ot the market, 
but he would like in that connection 
to quote from a letter which appeared 
in the Property Market Review, from 
the pen of, Mr. Donald Dinwiddy, 
The portion he wished to quote 
was as follows— 

«An estate in the outskirts of London, 
situate in an urban district, was purchased a 
few years ago, and its ‘selling value’ may be 
taken to be £15,000. The ‘land value,’ as 
defined by the Bill, would, at 3 per cent., be 
£450 per annum, and rates, at 6s. 8d. in the £, 
would amount to £150. The real annual value 
—evidenced by a grazing tenancy—is £60, on 
which the tenant pays rates, which after 
exemption of a moiety of the poor rates and 
three-fourths of the district rate, amount to 
£8 per annum. Under this Bill the wnfortunat 
landowner would be mulcted in an additional 
£142 per annum for rates, whereas the present 
annual value and income is but £60.” 


He noted in passing that the writer of 
the letter spoke of the landlord who had 
a property worth £15,000 as unfortunate. 


Mr. BOND: The landlord bought and 
paid for it. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN said that if 
£15,000 were not a mere speculative 
price the landlord ought to be taxed on 
that sum in order that he might be 
compelled to put the land to its proper 
use. It was no very great hardship to 
compel him to realise if the land 
possessed that real value, and he was 
acting in a grossly unsocial way in keep- 
ing it out of the market. ‘The only 
possible argument in his favour was that 
he might have paid a speculative price 
for the land which could not be immedi- 
ately realised. It had been suggested 
by the hon. Member for Leicester and 
others that if this tax were put upon 
developing land it would check land 
speculation. He agreed that it might 
do so, but he wanted to ask the House 
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was that really a harmful thing. It was 

erfectly true that under the Bill it 
would be of no use paying speculative 
prices for land which could not be 
realised, because any man who did that 
would be taxed on the price he had 
given, and it would be a luxury, which 
,e would not be able to afford, to hold 
the land until its speculative value could 
be realised. Everybody who dealt in 
land now had come to be a speculator, 
and he would ask the House whether in 
the case of what be might call legitimate 
speculitors, that was to say, the case of 
people who were ready to build at 
once, there would be any real injury 
to them. He admitted that the man 
who bought simply in order to sell at 
a higher price later on would be hit. 
li the House thought fit they could 
mitigate the fall by not bringing the Bill 
into full operation at once. There was 
no real benefit to the community in 
having pleces of land bought merely to 
be held for a possible rise. Genuine 
builders and building societies had now 
in a sense frequently to pay speculative 
prices, because they could not be certain 
of getting land when they wanted it at 
reasonable prices, and consequently they 
had to look ahead and make speculative 
bargains in land for use years hence. 
But they would not be seriously hit by 
this Bill. In some cases where they had 
hought land not yet ripe for building 
they might be hit; but on the other 
hand they would be immensely advan- 
taged by the fact that they would be 
able to alter their whole policy of pur- 
chase, simply buying land shortly before 
they desired to build, with the certainty 
that the monopoly which now frequently 
prevented their buying would be broken, 
and that land would come into the 
market steadily at reasonable prices. 

One of the most popular objections to 
the scheme was that it would cause open 
spaces to be sold. If its supporters 
believed the result of the Bill would be 
to provide less air for crowded popula- 
tions and decrease the number of parks 
and open spaces they would regard 
that as a very serious objection. But 
they urged just the opposite. As long 
as the prosperity of the country con- 
tinued our cities would continue to 
spread, and under this Bill they believed 
the cities would spread more rapidly, 
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and that the crowded populations would 
be less crammed than now in the centres 
of our great towns. At any rate, indoors 
the people would have more air to 
breathe. The number of parks and 
open spaces in great cities was largely 
dependent on the intelligence of the 
municipalities, but at present, however 
active they might be in that respect, 
they were hampered at every turn by 
exorbitant and impossible prices con- 
stantly asked by private owners. The 
contention of the supporters of the 
sill was that municipalities would be 
able to do far more in this direction if 
they could insist upon land coming 
into the market at reasonable prices. 
But there were cases in which the munici- 
pality might be unwilling to buy, while 
private owners were willing to keep 
open spaces for the public. To meet 
such cases there had been inserted in 
the Bill Clause 6, enabling such parks and 
open spaces to be exempted if dedicated 
under trust to the public use, 


A large number of valuers and profes- 
sional men connected with land held the 
view that this assessment of land could 
not be made, or that it would be too ex- 
pensive for municipalities to undertake. 
A profession was always conservative 
and apt to take the view of the persons 
who chiefly employed it. This profession 
was always working for landlords and 
was bound to take their view, not from 
prejudice, but because its work was 
always done from the landlord’s point 
of view, and notoriously landlords did 
not like this Bill. On the other hand, 
those members of the profession who 
were in the same relation to municipalities 
as others were to private landlords were 
of opinion that the thing could be done. 
But a more material fact than the specu- 
lative opinion of the profession was the 
actual experience of those countries 
where the prirciple had been adopted. 
There had been absolutely no difficulty 
found ir assessing land in many Colonies, 
Germany, and the United States; it had 
been done perfectly easily and, he believed, 
inexpensively. In Australia and New 
Zealand, where the system was in full 
operation, the clerks of the various 
municipalities which had adopted is 
all said the same thing—that it had 
not increased and in some cases had 
decreased, the cost of assessment. Since 
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the war the principle had been adopted 
in Johannesburg. The municipality 
desired that the whole of the rating 
should be based upon land values, 
and not at all upon houses, but the 
Government of the Transvaal preferred 
that houses should still be taxed. The 
whole of the developing land was now 
taxed on its capital value. A year 
ago the boundaries of Johannesburg 
were extended from an area of nine 
square miles to seventy-five and a half 
square miles, mainly for the purpose oi 
bringing within the area of this taxa- 
tion large properties of undeveloped 
land of great value which were being 
held out of the market by companies 
and that object had been largely secured. 
An even more important case was that 
of the city of New York. In 1905 there 
was granted to New York a new charter, 
the object being to enable a more effective 
assessment to made of the value 
of real property. It was not undertaken 
for the special purpose of taxing land 
values. In one year a new assessment 
was made of the land values of New 
York from one end of the city to the 
other, and he had with him the special 
record in which every price of property 
was assessed in two column-—one of 
the value of real estate unimproved and 
the other the value of real estate with im- 
provemer.ts thereupon. It was a striking 
fact that the municipality did this not for 
the purpose of exempting improvements, 
but in order to make a more exact 
assessment of the whole of real property, 
and they would not have done it had it 
meant enormous expense. 

In the face of these facts why should we 
be so timid about entering upon this 


be 


policy ? It might not be a complete 
scheme, but it did, at any rate, 
open the door to something _ like 
a final settlement, and it had the 


merit of being capable of indefinite 
development as the people of the country 
approved of it. It was impossible at 
a blow to alter the practice of centuries, 
or by a single stroke of the legislative 
pen to set up a new system of taxation, 
but the Bill struck at the root-evil of 
the present system, and would imme- 
diately result in an enormous reduction of 
the cost of the first necessity of life and 
industry, viz., land. Every year there 
was a stronger feeling that this proposal 
Mr. Trevelyan. 
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deserved serious consideration and sup- 
port; there were even members of the 
Government not hostile to it, and he 
hoped the House would, if possible, by 
a larger majority than last year, pass 
the Second Reading, and permit the 
Bill to be sent to a Committee upstairs 
for detailed discussion. He begged to 
move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) said the mover of the 
Bill had not only admirably restated 
the case for the measure, but had dealt 
with objections developed in last year’s 
debate and since. Seeing that the prin- 
ciple of the Bill had already received 
the approval of the House, what its 
supporters had to do to-day was not so 
much to restate their case as to listen 
to what fresh arguments might have 
been found to its practical application. 
He could not see how anyone who had 
been officially connected with the demoli- 
tion of insanitary property could with- 
hold his support from the 
principle of this Bill, which he took to 
be the separate assessment and ascer- 
tainmeut of land values with a view, 
ii not to special rating, at any rate to 
the direct recovery from the owner oi 
that portion of the rate which pertained 
to the land. 

He had been concerned 
with the demolition of a block of 
insanitary property in Liverpool. He 
took the Government inspector to the 
property on a snowy day, and even 
his weil-tried nerves received a shock. 
But the most striking feature was the 
position of the landowner. The properiy 
had been developed on a comparatively 
short lease. The houses had never been 
fit for human habitation, in fact, they 
ought never to have been erected, and th 
property was in a state of decay. The 
unfortunate occupiers and the still more 
unfortunate tenants had a certain interest 
in the transaction, and the authorities had 
a direct interest in getting rid of them 
both. But the owner of the land had 
contracted himself out of all that interest 
in the property which imposed duties 
and responsibilities. He received his 


essential 


officially 
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ground rents and in that sense sat at 
the receipt of custom, but he had no 
obligations, and within a comparatively 
short period would again enter into pos- 
session of the site. That did not seem to 


him quite a fair state of things between the | 


owner of that land and the municipality. 
What was the position? The landowner 
had uo possible motive in terminating the 
state of that property. He received what 
he was entitled to receive, namely, the 
ground rents, but the onus lay on the 
municipality of getting rid of the scandal. 
Of course, the first thing which they‘had 
todo was to buy the landlord out. He did 
not want to say that the landlord was 
exorbitant or unfair. His opinion was 
that he behaved as landlords generally 
behaved when they had certain property 
for sale, and they thought they could 
get the full amount awarded for it. It 
occurred to him that this was not a satis- 
factory state of things as between a 
municipality and the owners of the 
soil, and the position would have been 
improved so far as the municipality was 
concerned had some method such as 
that which was the essential principle 
of this Bill beer adopted for putting 
the site under special assessment and 
for the direct levying upon the owner 
of the land of that portion of the rent 
which appertained to the value of the 
Under such an arrangement the 
owner of the soil would have had an 
alike with the municipality. 
and he would also have been interested 
in getting rid of a state of things which 
ought never to have existed. It might 
be said that the landowner would con- 
tract himself out of that arrangement 
as he had done out of the previous one. 
That might be so between the people who 
wished to assert their rights and the 
individual owner who naturally would 
take advantage of the full limits of his 
ingenuity. But that was not a reason 
why they should refuse to take a modest 
preliminary by putting in a_ separate 
column the value of the land in urban 
commurities and then they would have 
a direct interest in its proper treatment. 


‘| 
soll. 


nterest 


He did not want to follow his hon. friend 
in his treatment generally of this question. 
It was an extremely complicated subject, 
but he thought all hon. Members present 
would bear testimony to the ability with 
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which the hon. Member who moved 
this Bill had threaded the maze of an 
extremely difficult problem. He felt 


| that such an adjustmert as was proposed 


by this Bill was very desirable. Land 
was a much truer barometer of value 
than the buildings upon it, and that was 
an essential truth which lay behind the 
prirciple of this Bill. Land might be 
put to its full use or to its stultified use, 
er it might be withheld from the require- 
ments of the community altogether ; 
but its value could easily be ascertained 
if the will to ascertain it was there. Its 
value was a truer barometer of the needs 
and of the prosperity of the community 
than anything else, and he felt quite 
sure that before they finished with this 
question they would come to theconclusion 
that it was the truest basis of assessment 
and value. This Bill was an attempt 
to adjust matters between the different 
groups of occupiers and owners. He 
took it that was all it contemplated, 
namely, the bringing into rating of 
land which today was either wilfully or 
by neglect not properly developed, and 
therefore not bearing its true proportion 
of the common burdens of the community. 


He felt that the details of this Bill were 
open in some respects to objection, but 
that was to say no more than in the 
application of any principles there would 
always be some objection. It was quite 
impossible in any field of human activity 
for human thought to grasp or advocate 
a principle of any kind without being 
immediately confronted with enormous 
practical difficulties in carrying it into 
effect. They did not decide for or 
against the principle altogether because 
it was difficult of application, but they 
decided for it on grounds other than 
that, and in this particular case, certainly, 
he felt that upon the question of land 
values and its assessment for rating 
they could embrace the principle and 
leave the practical application to be 
settled after the principle had been 
affirmed. 

There was only one other point, 
in conclusion, that he wished to 
touch upon, and it was one which he 
knew had excited some comment in 
Liverpool. He alluded to the non- 
disturbance of existing contracts. It was, 
of course, well known that in the earlier 
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stages of this Bill it was proposed to 
interfere with existing contracts. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: That has never 
been proposed. 


*Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said at any 
rate it was quite clear that it was pro- 
posed in this Bill to leave existing leases 
and agreements undisturbed. It was, 
of course, felt by many occupiers who had 
developed properties upon short leases 
that it would be extremely hard upon 
them if at any time they were called upon 
to pay a special rate for a site value 
which they were perfectly incapable 
of recovering from the owner until the 
lease had expired. In the interval, 
having already agreed to bear the whole 
burden of the rates from which the 
owner was exempted himself, and having 
had to bear the enhancement of rates 
not anticipated, it was natural they 
should feel it hard that a Bill directed 
to recovering from the landowner should 
land them or run the risk of landing 
them into a special rate upon land 
values. He only mentioned that point 
because he thought the promoters of 
this Bill in the House of Commons would 
be only too willing to safeguard them 
against any injustice of that character, 
and he felt strongly that if at any 
time in the development of land this 
injustice arose it would be perfectly 
possible to readjust matters by giving 
them the relief which would inevitably 
arise upon the buildings and other 
properties which would to that extent 
be relieved. He only mentioned that 
point, and it did not in the slightest 
degree qualify his support of the principle 
of this Bill. He trusted that the House 
of Commons would once more affirm 
this principle, and he believed that by so 


doing they would be affirming a principle | 


which was of vital consequence to our 
large towns, a consequence which those 
towns had shown themselves fully cog- 
nisant of in the resolutions and deci- 
sions which they had adopted by large 
majorities. 


Mr. hEMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) 
said he congratulated the mover of the 
Bill upon his great luck in winning the 
place in the ballot which had enabled 
iim to bring forward this most interesting 


Mr, Austin Taylor. 
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subject. He congratulated him upon 
his good fortune, and although the 
hon. Baronet who drew first place was 
not able to be present, still there was 
great compensation for this in the 
knowledge that the Bill had been moved 
by the same hon. Member who moved 
it last year. He did not think, however, 
that they could congratulate the hon. 
Member upon bringing in precisely the 
same Bill as last year, because, with the 
exception of one or two trivial altera- 
tions, he had made no allowance for 
the criticisms passed upon the measure 
upon the last occasion, and which in 
his opinion were worthy of every con- 
sideration. In spite of this the hon. 
Member had brought in a Bill without 
any alterations whatever in the direction 
of meeting the objections raised when 
this matter was last discussed. The 
hon. Member had made an extraordinary 
mixture of personal and real property. 
If in the case of shares a large increase 
of value took place he supposed the 
hon. Member would have no objection 
to that, although he did object in the 
case of other property. He supposed 
the hon. Member had gone through the 
Hansard record of last year’s debate, 
and had taken out the points which he 
thought worthy of consideration. He 
might say that he had done the same 
thing, and although he stuck to all he 
said last year, he was sure the House 
would not wish to hear a repetition of 
what took place upon that occasion. 
Therefore, he would endeavour to con- 
fine himself to any new objections which 
he had to the Bill as it was introduced 
to-day. 


The hon. Member who moved 
this measure had rather twitted them 
upon the fact that while they opposed 
this Bill they had nevertheless supported 
the Agricultural Ratings Bill. He did 
not think that charge of inconsistency 
could be properly supported on this 
occasion, because the legislation that 
took place in reference to the rating of 
agricultural land and tithe rent-charge 
was based upon a special interim Report 
made by a Commission which dealt 
with that subject. He would like to 
refer to the second Report dealing with 
agricultural depression in which special 
mention was made of the grave condition 
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to which agricultural interests had | and comprehensive measure to deal with the 


come, and speaking of relief urged that 
measures should be taken without delay, 
and that although legislation could not 
be carried into effect in connection with 
the financial arrangements of that year, 
declared that something ought to be 
done, and at once, in each of the direc- 
tions suggested, to mitigate, if possible, 
the deplorable results and to arrest the 
progress of the depression. But the 
Bill as submitted to the House flew 


directly in the face of the Report of the | 


Commissioners upon Local Taxation. 
Even the Minority Report on ground 
values advocated an owner’s site value 
rate only as a “ make-weight” to ac- 
company “increased provision made by 
the State in aid of services locully adminis- 
tered.” And, again, the Minority Report 


justified a new charge, on the ground that | 


it would be ‘counterbalanced by the 
relief proposed to be granted in the 
shape of increased subventions.” The 
Amendment, on the other hand, was 
stuctly in accordance with the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission. 
The Commissioners pointed out that, 
while personal property subject to Im- 
perial taxation was about three times 
as great real property so taxable, 
the non-rateable property contributed 
to local objects—if elementary education 
was excluded—only a little over 6 per 
cent. of the whole expenditure, and 
nearly 83 per cent. fell on the rates. In 
order te relieve this inequality the Report 
proposed that there should be an in- 
ereased payment from death duties on 
personalty for local purposes ; that the 


as 


transfer of trading licences and of 
establishment licences should be made 


complete, and that power should be 
given to increase their amount; while 
the assignment to local purposes of a fixed 
portion of the income-tax was said to be 
deserving of consideration. The terms 
of the Amendment were borrowed from 
Lord Spencer’s recent letter on the policy 
of the next Liberal Government. Lord 
Spencer in that letter said— 

* T wish now to deal with the whole question 
taxation and local rates. In my opinion the 
levislation of the Government on this subject 
was entirely wrong. It favoured one class at 
the cost of the whole country and neglected 
many parts of the problem, and I am confident 
thit the proper mode of treating this subject 
vill be to introduce as far as possible a broad 


VOL, CXLV. [Fourrn Sertes.] 


oft 


| munity 


| Lord Spencer laid down ¢ 


whole basis and incidence of taxation and rating 
which both in town and country now are anti- 
quated and need drastic reform. The one object 
to be arrived at is not piecemeal and partial treat- 
ment, but such legislation as will secure tair 
and equitable results to all classes of the com- 
in the financial burdens which as 
citizens they must bear.” 


[Cries of ‘‘ Hear, hear!’’] 


He was glad 


to hear those ‘“‘ Hear, hears’? on the 
other side of the House. He hoped that 
an Amendment which carried with it 


the approval of both sides of the House 
would when put to the vote be carried 
unanimously. It seemed to him that 
if was significant that in that letter 

principle 
ry the late 


? 
which was often enunciated |} 
Lord Salisbury. Speaking at Notting- 
ham on November 26th, 188%, Lord 
Salisburv said— 

‘* The danger of all interference with rates, as 
anybody who is acquainted with parochial life 
must know, is that there is nothing so likely 
to set society by the ears, and an attempt to 
revolutionise the principle on which we have 
conducted the levying of our rates ever since 
the days of Elizabeth will be an exceedingly 
dangerous and difficult task. But, if it is ever 
attempted, we must deal with a great injustice 
which is inherent in the rates, and settle tnat. 
I refer to the distinction that is made between 
real and personal property. It is not in itself 
just that if I possess £100 a year in the Funds, I 
should go entirely without any taxation what- 
ever for the support of the poor, or the education 
of the poor, whereas if, instead of putting that 
£100 into the funds, I put it into land or houses, 
[snall pay a tenth part, or a fourth part, of my 
income for the support of the poor and for the 
support education. The thing is utterly 
unjust. Nothing but mere use would have in- 
duced us to submit to it so long, and if any 
great revolutionary statesman is coming who is 
to take the whole thing to pieces and set it up on 
the most approved philosophical principles, the 
first thing he must do is to see that personal 
property should pay its share of the rates as 
well as realty.” 


of 


That was the opinion of the late 
Lord Salisbury in 1889, and it appeared 
to be the opinion to-day of Lord Spencer 
and a great number of hon. Members 
now in the House. The excessive strain 
upon real property under the present 
system had lately been described by Sir 


Robert Giffen. He would read Siz 
Robert Giffen’s words— 

‘* Speaking in round figures, we may say that 
about £240,000,090 of income from real pro 


perty have to bear a charge of close upon 
£60,000,000 of rates In addition the 
property has to bear a further charge at present 
of over £7,000,000 for income-tax, at the rate of 


H 
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ls. per £. There are, besides, the death duties. 
There is no doubt that this combination of 
charges is so high as to deprive the country 
of the financial reserve it ought always to 
possess in its real property specially, as 
well as in the incomes generally liable to in- 
come-tax. The nation is now so tightly bound 
that the taxable resource furnished by real pro- 
perty has no elasticity. 





While the Amendment was thus sup- 
ported by the highest official, political, and 
financial authorities, no such authorities 


could be cited on behalf of the piecemeal 
and partial legislation proposed by the 
Bill. The Bill was no doubt supported by 
a large number of municipal authorities. 
Hon. Members had recently received a 
circular showing that a large number of 
corporations supported the Bill. The 
hon. Member who moved the Second 
Reading said that in all cases resolutions 
had been passed in favour of the Biil. 
He himself had not gone through the 
whole list, but it struck him that the 
action of one corporation, namely, that 
of Stockport, did not altogether bear 
out the statement of the hon. Member. 
The following appeared in the Man- 
chester Guardian, January 5th, 1905— 

“Yesterday Stockport Town Council dis- 
cussed the rating of land values. Mr. Alder- 
man J. Turner proposed ‘That this Council 
expresses its approval of legislation for the pur- 
poses of rating and taxing land values, and 
hereby requests the borough representatives in 
Parliament to ballot for a Bill with those ob- 
jects. He urged that the trend of recent 
egislation had been to cast burdens upon the 
ndustrial community which were fast becoming 
intolerable. The taxation of land values would 
be such a fiscal reform as this country had not 
seen since the repeal of the Corn Laws; indeed, 
it was a necessary corollary of free trade. 

“Mr. A. Glithero seconded the motion, and 
referred, to a farm in Stockport which some 
years ago was let at a rental of £60 per annum, 
and from which now, the land being covered 
with buildings, there was received in chief rents 
£663 a year.” 

“Mr. A. Briggs opposed the motion, con- 
tending that it was a question bristling with 
difficulties, and that it should be left to the 
Imperial Parliament without pressure. 

“The motion was defeated by 25 votes to 15.’ 


Mr. TREVELYAN: I was told yes- 
terday that the list was up to date in 
December. There may have been one 
or two alterations since. 


Mr. REMNANT: Nobody doubts 
for a moment what the hon. Gentleman 


says, but the report I have read shows, 


Mr. Austin Taylor. 
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at all events, that the list is not absolutely 
reliable. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: It is reliable 
up to December. Of course it is obvious 
that one or two municipalities may have 
changed their opinion one way or 
the other. 


Mr. REMNANT: It is only a smal! 
matter. There was no resolution passed 
up to December in Stockport. [Ay 
Hon. Member: Yes, previously.] Ac- 
cording to the extract I have read from 
the Manchester Guardian Stockport at 
the present moment is not in favour 
of the principle of the Bill. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): No, no! 
Mr. Briggs only moved the previous 


question. 


Mr. REMNANT said the town 
council decided by a majority that i 
was not a question which they could 
properly discuss. There were, no doubt, 
a large number of municipal authoritie: 
in favour of the Bill, but there were als: 
a good many who were solid against it 
It was only natural that such bodics 
should welcome a scheme which promised 
to supply them with fresh funds at the 
expense of a minority of the populatior 
thought it was more than doubtfu! 
whether it was to the interest of the rate- 
payers that their representatives should 
be encouraged to engage still furthet 
in hazardous commercial enterprises 
without in the first instance appearing 
to raise the rates. In point of fact, 
however, municipal authorities were by 
no means solid for the Bill. Neither 
the City Corporation nor the Westminster 
City Council supported it, and various 
provincial authorities, including the Som- 
erset County Council and the Town 
Council of Stockport, had definitely 
refused to support it. Even in the case 
of those municipal bodies which had 
passed resolutions in favour of the separ- 
ate assessment of land values, important 
minorities had dissented. The London 
County Council had again and again 
passed resolutions on these lines. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport): May | 
remind the hon. Member that the London 
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County Council most emphatically ap- 
prove of the separate assessment of land 
values, and that they have reaffirmed 
that by overwhelming majorities. 


Mr. REMNANT said that the separate 
assessment of land values was explicitly 
condemned by the late Lord Farrer 


and the late Lord Hobhouse. When 
authorities were cited on an intricate 
economic problem, names should be 


weighed as well as counted. Even the 
supporters of the Bill would probably 
admit that in such matters the opinions 
of the late Lord Farrer and the late Lord 
Hobhouse outbalanced the opinion of a 


very large number of other County 
Councillors. ‘The foreign precedents 


cited in support of the Bill were mis- 
leading, being drawn from countries 
where, unlike England, a fair contribu- 
tion was made by personal property to 
the rates, whereas the Bill proposed 
new burdens on land without any con- 
tribution from personalty. In the United 
States land was taxed on its capital 
value, but personalty was also taxed in 
the same way. This was fair and equal: 
the Bill was unequal and therefore unfair. 
In German towns, again, local taxation 
was based on incomes. Dr. F. P. 
Koenig, H.B.M. Consul at Diisseldorf, 
wrote in a etter dated March Ist, 1905— 

Local rates are raised by the local authori- 
ties based on the income-tax paid to the State. 
Here 14 per cent. of the State income-tax is paid 
in local rates.” 

That pretty well expressed his views 
on this subject. It was not that real 
property should escape taxation; but 
that there should be an equal contribu- 
tion between real property and personalty. 
France was referred to last year. In 
France a very large contribution was 
made from personal property to the 
local rates by means of the Octroi duties. 
The hon. Member referred to the colonial 
precedents, but these were equally irrele- 
vant. The national land tax in New 
Zealand was, as Mr. Pember Reeves 
pointed out in his book entitled “ State 
Experiments in Australia and New 
Zealand,’ only a form of income-tax, 
land being there exempt fiom the income- 
tax paid by personalty. It was true 
that rates were levied on land values in 
some Australasian towns, but Austra- 


lasian legislation, unlike the Bill, left 


{14 Appin 1905} 


and Rating) Bill, 226 
landlords and tenants free to make 


their own future contracts with regard 
to the payment of the rate. That was, 
he was quite sure, admitted to be fair 
by all economists. The Acton Express 
(January 31st, 1903) published an official 
correspondence between the Vestry Clerk 
of Acton, Mr. W. Adam Brown, and the 
Town Clerks of Brisbane and Townsville 
(Queensland), and Palmerston North and 
Wellington (New Zealand). The Vestry 
Clerk of Acton asked for answers to eight 
questions one of which was— 

“In the case of rented premises, leaseholds, 
etc., who pays the tax ?” 

The letter re-eived from Wellingto 
left this question unanswered ; but the 
letters received from the town clerks 
of the other three towns answered it as 
follows— 

“The oceupier, unless under agreement with 
owners.’ —(Town Clerk of Palmerston North.) 

* Entirely a matter of arrangement between 
landlord and tenant, though the tenant is 
primarily liable.””—(Town Clerk of Brisbane.) 

‘The occupier is liable in the first instance, 
but, unless there is a special agreement to the 
contrary, he can recover the amount from 
the owner.”’—(Town Clerk of Townsville.) 

In his opinion the advantages claimed 
for the Bill broke down as completely 
as the alleged precedents on examination. 
Thus it was said that land benefited by 
public improvements would be reached 
by the Bill. Had those who argued 
thus ever heard of the “recoupment ” 
principle, under which the municipal 
boay which carried out an improvement 
acquired the neighbouring land which 
was expected to be benefited by the 
improvement, and so took the whole 
of the increased value for the public ? 
This principle was applied by the late 
Metropolitan Board of Works with bril- 
liant success in the case of Northumber- 
land Avenue. 


Mr. BENN: 
stanee in London where 
was reconped. 


That was the only in- 
the expense 


Mr. REMNANT said that that 
the leading case where a well-managed 
scheme resulted in a great success; 
but would the hon. Member for Dcevon- 
port give the House some information 
as to what was happening in regard to 
the great Holborn to Strand improve- 
ment, where the London County Council 
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did buy sufficient land on both sides of 
the area? He believed that either from 
want of management or from the onerous 
conditions imposed, the success of that 
scheme was anything but great. As 
regarded this Bill, it was quite true that 
the present system of allowing for repairs 
ona uniform basis in the assessment of 
property, instead of discriminating be- 
tween the varying expenditures te- 
quired for repairs according to the 
character and condition of each property, 
was unsatisfactory and called for radical 
reform. But the remedy provided by 
the Bill (Clause 5), which the hon. 
Member for the Elland Division of York- 
shire described in the debate on the 
Land Values Bill of last year, as he was 
reported in Hansard, as a “ rough and 
ready differentiation,” was not only cum- 
bersome and expensive but obviously im- 
perfect. Thus under the Bill there 
would be the smallest allowance for 
repairs where sites were most valuable, 
so that in all cases where the site value 
increased, there would be a smaller and 
smaller allowance on account of the 
repairs as the buildings got older and 
older and the repairs cost more and 
more. A far simpler and more perfect 
remedy was to make the allowance for 
repairs correspond with the actual cir- 
cumstances of the property. There was 
no sort of difficulty about this, as the 
calculation was only one of the kind 
which surveyors were making daily, 
viz., to estimate in the case of a par- 
ticular house the difference of the rental 
value under a repairing as compared 
with a non-repairing lease. It was in 
truth difficult to name any class of persons 
who would really and in the long run 
be benefited by the Bill. 

Even the apparent gain to municipalities 
would prove a complete delusion. Hf they 
looked to occupied houses, there was no 
land value which escaped assessment 
under the ordinary law, as under the 
present system the burden of the rates 
undoubtedly really came upon the land- 
lord. This was the view not only of 
high financiers like the late Mr. Gladstone 
and Sir Robert Giffen, but of practically 
the whole body of land surveyors and 
others who had actual experience in 
such matters, including the London 
County Council’s own valuer, who, speak- 

Mr. Remnant. 
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‘bore them. 
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ing on this subject some time ago, said 
that the — 

“Burden of rates fell entirely upon the 
owners of property and for the most part 
upon the owners of land.” 


This subject had been inquired into at 
great length both by the Town Holdings 
Committee of the House of Commons 
and by the Royal Commission on Local 
Taxation, and at the conclusion of these 
inquiries not one member of the Com- 
mittee, not one of the Royal Commis- 
sioners, was found to deny that rents 
were affected by the agreement of tenants 
to pay the rates. The municipal 
authorities could, obviously, gain nothing 
by a clumsy system of rearranging 
charges upon those who, in fact, already 
If this principle was borne 
in mind it would be seen, further, that 
even the rating of vacant land and the 
sites of empty houses would ultimately 
confer no benefit on the ratepayers. The 
effect would be only to relieve the owner 
of occupied land of some part oi the rates, 
and to cast that part on the owners of 
unoccupied land. The present practice, 
under which owners were taxed when 
they had income out of which to pay 
the taxes, was obviously more convenient 
to them, and did not ultimately cause 
any loss to the public. 


It was said that the community might 
gain by compelling an owner who was 
“holding up” land to bring it into the 
market. Obviously, the object of an 
owner who kept his land out of the market 
was to obtain a greater price for it at a 
later date when the value had gone up. 
Of course, he might have miscalculated his 
chances ; but in most cases the principle of 
self-interest might be trusted to act, and 


‘in the long run he would make a gain. 


The supporters of the Bill forget that 
in this matter the interests of the 
municipality and the owner were 
identical. If the owner did better for 
himself by waiting, the municipality 
also did better, because it got proportion 
ately higher rates, e.g., if a man owned 
vacant land on which a house could be 
built commanding an immediate rental 
of £50 a year, whereas in twenty years 
time a house commanding a rental of 
£100 a year could be built on the same 
site, the municipality should encourage 
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the owner to wait. It paid the munici- 
pality much better to get the rates on 
£100 a year, beginning twenty yearshence, 
than to get rates on only £50 a year, 
beginning at once. One was not impressed 
by the Marco Polo stories of the marvel- 
lous additions which would be made to 
the rateable value of Finchley and other 
localities if vacant land were rated. A 
surveyor could estimate with reasonable 
accuracy the market value of a particular 
plot of land. It was a totally different 
matter to estimate what would be the 
value of vacant land if the whole of the 
vacant land in a suburban or semi-rural 
district were treated as available for 
building at the same moment. In the 
latter case, the disturbance of normal 
market conditions would be enormous, 
and, though no doubt the valuers who 
had prepared such estimates for the 
English League for the Taxation of Land 
Values would say that they had allowed 
for this, there was no evidence that their 
allowance was adequate. One might be 
sure that if one of these estimates were 
submitted to an impartial arbitrator, 
and if, say, one of the many distir guished 
legal luminaries in this House were 
retained to cross-examine the valuers 
on behalf of the owners, a very different 
estimate would emerge. There were 
some points likely to escape the valuers 
which would be brought out in cross- 
examination which would lead to a very 
diflerent result so far as the owners 
were concerned. 

It was said that the rating 
vacant land, by bringing more 
into the market, would assist the 
housing of the working-classes. Those 
who argued thus forgot that the pro- 
moters of the Bill had ingeniously frus- 
trated any such effect of a rate on vacant 
land by providing also for a rate on 
the sites of houses vacant. What 
was the object of imposing a rate to 
induce the landowner to provide more 
land for building if, at the same time, 
they deterred him from building on the 
land when it was provided? Those 
who drew glowing pictures of the advan- 
tages of taxation of vacant land should 
remember that no such advantages 
had attended the system in America, 
where it had long been tried. Dr. Alfred 
Russel Wallace, who, as President of the 
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an acceptable authority to some hon. 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House, on his return from a visit to 
America in 1887, gave an address on 
November Ist of that year, in which 
he pointed out that every particle of 
land, whether built on or not,was taxed 
on its full selling value. He went on to 
say— 

“The results are very curious. To begin 
with, land speculation, which we think is bad 
enough with us, is but a trifle here compared 
with what it isin America. In America, land 
speculation is everywhere excessive. It is the 
great mode of making money, and it exists 
more or less all over the country wherever 
land is for sale and is not monopolised by great 
capitalists. This taxation on full values, 
however, usually causes very rapid changes of 
ownership. Men buy land on speculation for 
the purpose of selling it again quickly. They 
will not hold it long, because, if it is not used, 
the taxes will eat it up. Then somebody else 
buys it and sells it again pretty quickly, and 
thus land is continually changing owners until 
it is used fer occupation or cultivation or for 
building. But the result of this rapid change 
of ownership—of each person trying to make a 
profit—is that land very rapidly acquires in 
America a price as high as in old settled 
countries like England and very often even 
higher... . Then, again, the result of these 
speculations is that in the cities—in the 
suburbs of the cities, in the places where 
working men live, we find the land eut up into 
still smaller strips than in England, and the 
houses are built still more closely together... . 
Notwithstanding all the great advantages they 
possess, we find houses crowded together, 
rents enormously high, and no gardens to the 
houses. One of the most disagreeable features 
of American houses to Englishmen is that 
there are no gardens.”—(‘“ Land Lessons from 
America,” published by the Land Nationalisa- 
tion Society, pp. 9, 11, 12.) 


Some of the evils which Dr. Wallace 
found in America, were already making 
themselves felt in Paris, where the rating 
of vacant land had recently been intro- 
duced. Justice, the organ of the Social 
Democratic ; Federation, , said (October 
26th, 1901)— 

“The taxation of land values is a favourite 
Radical panacea for political ills. We have 
frequently pointed out how little such a mere 
burden-shifting measure could do for the work- 
ing class, and that it was of no practical import- 
ance to them. Under certain circumstances, 
however, it appears that the taxation of land 
values may actually become a real hardship to 
the common people. Recently the Munici- 
pality of Paris has decided to tax all land not 
built upon. The consequence has been what 
land-taxers would anticipate in such circum- 
stances, that open spaces which were private 
property, but which were enjoyed by the people 
of Paris, are now to become the spoil of the 
jerry-builder. M. de Franqueville, for instance, 
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the area? He believed that either from 
want of management or from the onerous 
conditions imposed, the success of that 
scheme was anything but great. As 
regarded this Bill, it was quite true that 
the present system of allowing for repairs 
ona uniform basis in the assessment of 
property, instead of discriminating be- 
tween the varying expenditures te- 
quired for repairs according to the 
character and condition of each property, 
was unsatisfactory and called for radical 
reform. But the remedy provided by 
the Bill (Clause 5), which the hon. 
Member for the Elland Division of York- 
shire described in the debate on the 
Land Values Bill of last year, as he was 
reported in Hansard, as a “rough and 
ready differentiation,” was not only cum- 
bersome and expensive but obviously im- 
perfect. Thus under the Bill there 
would be the smallest allowance for 
repairs where sites were most valuable, 
so that in all cases where the site value 
increased, there would be a smaller and 
smaller allowance on account of the 
repairs as the buildings got older and 
older and the repairs cost more and 
more. A far simpler and more perfect 
remedy was to make the allowance for 
repairs correspond with the actual cir- 
cumstances of the property. There was 
no sort of difficulty about this, as the 
calculation was only one of the kind 
which surveyors were making daily, 
viz., to estimate in the case of a par- 
ticular house the difference of the rental 
value under a repairing as compared 
with a non-repairing lease. It was in 
truth difficult to name any class of persons 
who would really and in the long run 
be benefited by the Bill. 

Even the apparent gain to municipalities 
would prove a complete delusion. If they 
looked to occupied houses, there was no 
land value which escaped assessment 
under the ordinary law, as under the 
present system the burden of the rates 
undoubtedly really came upon the land- 
lord. This was the view not only of 
high financiers like the late Mr. Gladstone 
and Sir Robert Giffen, but of practically 
the whole body of land surveyors and 
others who had actual experience in 
such matters, including the London 
County Council’s own valuer, who, speak- 

Mr. Remnant, 
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ing on this subject some time ago, said 
that the — 

“Burden of rates fell entirely upon the 
owners of property and for the most part 
upon the owners of land.” 


This subject had been inquired into at 
great length both by the Town Holdings 
Committee of the House of Commons 
and by the Royal Commission on Local 
Taxation, and at the conclusion of these 
inquiries not one member of the Com- 
mittee, not one of the Royal Commis- 
sioners, was found to deny that rents 
were affected by the agreement of tenants 
to pay the rates. The municipal 
authorities could, obviously, gain nothing 
by a clumsy system of rearranging 
charges upon those who, in fact, already 
If this principle was borne 
in mind it would be seen, further, that 
even the rating of vacant jand and the 
sites of empty houses would ultimately 
confer no benefit on the ratepayers. The 
effect would be only to relieve the owner 
of oceupied land of some part of the rates, 
and to cast that part on the owners of 
unoccupied land. The present practice, 
under which owners were taxed when 
they had income out of which to pay 
the taxes, was obviously more convenient 
to them, and did not ultimately cause 
any loss to the public. 


It was said that the community might 
gain by compelling an owner who was 
“holding up” land to bring it into the 
market. Obviously, the object of an 
owner who kept his land out of the market 
was to obtain a greater price for it at a 
later date when the value had gone up. 
Of course, he might have miscalculated his 
chances ; but in most cases the principle of 
self-interest might be trusted to act, and 


‘in the long run he would make a gain. 


The supporters of the Bill forget that 
in this matter the interests of the 
municipality and the owner were 
identical. If the owner did better for 
himself by waiting, the municipality 
also did better, because it got proportion 
ately higher rates, e.g., if a man owned 
vacant land on which a house could be 
built commanding an immediate rental 
of £50 a year, whereas in twenty years 
time a house commanding a rental of 
£100 a year could be built on the same 
site, the municipality should encourage 
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the owner to wait. It paid the munici- 
pality much better to get the rates on 
£100 a year, beginning twenty yearshence, 
than to get rates on only £50 a year, 
beginning at once. One was not impressed 
by the Marco Polo stories of the marvel- 
lous additions which would be made to 
the rateable value of Finchley and other 
localities if vacant land were rated. A 
surveyor could estimate with reasonable 
accuracy the market value of a particular 
plot of land. It was a totally different 
matter to estimate what would be the 
value of vacant land if the whole of the 
vacant land in a suburban or semi-rural 
district were treated as available for 
building at the same moment. In the 
latter case, the disturbance of normal 
market conditions would be enormous, 
and, though no doubt the valuers who 
had prepared such estimates for the 
English League for the Taxation of Land 
Values would say that they had allowed 
for this, there was no evidence that their 
allowance was adequate. One might be 
sure that if one of these estimates were 
submitted to an impartial arbitrator, 
and if, say, one of the many distinguished 
legal luminaries in this House were 
retained to cross-examine the valuers 
on behalf of the owners, a very different 
estimate would emerge. There were 
some points likely to escape the valuers 
which would be brought out in cross- 
examination which would lead to a very 
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different result so far as the owners 
were concerned. 

it was said that the rating of 
vacant land, by bringing more land | 
into the market, would assist the | 
housing of the working-classes. Those 


who argued thus forgot that the pro- 
moters of the Bill had ingeniously frus- 
trated any such effect of a rate on vacant 
land by providing also for a rate on 
the sites of houses vacant. What 
was the object of imposing a rate to 
induce the landowner to provide more 
land for building if, at the same time, 
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an acceptable authority to some hon. 
Members on the opposite side of the 
House, on his return from a visit to 
America in 1887, gave an address on 
November Ist of that year, in which 
he pointed out that every particle of 
land, whether built on or not,was taxed 
on its full selling value. He went on to 
say— 

“The results are very curious. To begin 
with, land speculation, which we think is bad 
enough with us, is but a trifle here compared 
with what it isin America. In America, land 
speculation is everywhere excessive. It is the 
great mode of making money, and it exists 
more or less all over the country wherever 
land is for sale and is not monopolised by great 
capitalists. This taxation on full values, 
however, usually causes very rapid changes of 
ownership. Men buy land on speculation for 
the purpose of selling it again quickly. They 
will not hold it long, because, if it is not used, 
the taxes will eat it up. Then somebody else 
buys it and sells it again pretty quickly, and 
thus land is continually changing owners until 
it is used for occupation or cultivation or for 
building. But the result of this rapid change 
of ownership—of each person trying to make a 
protit—is that land very rapidly acquires in 
America a price as high as in old settled 
countries like England and very often even 
higher... . Then, again, the result of these 
speculations is that in the cities—in the 
suburbs of the cities, in the places where 
working men live, we find the land eut up into 
still smaller strips than in England, and the 
houses are built still more closely together... . 
Notwithstanding all the great advantages they 
possess, we find houses crowded together, 
rents enormously high, and no gardens to the 
houses. One of the most disagreeable features 
of American houses to Englishmen is that 
there are no gardens.”—(‘ Land Lessons from 
America,” published by the Land Nationalisa- 
tion Society, pp. 9, 11, 12.) 


Some of the evils which Dr. Wallace 
found in America, were already making 
themselves felt in Paris, where the rating 
of vacant land had recently been intro- 
duced. Justice, the organ of the Social 
Democratic ; Federation, , said (October 
26th, 1901)— 

“The taxation of land values is a favourite 
Radical panacea for political ills. We have 
frequently pointed out how little such a mere 
burden-shifting measure could do for the work- 
ing class, and that it was of no practical import- 
ance to them. Under certain circumstances, 
however, it appears that the taxation of land 
values may actually become a real hardship to 
the common people. Recently the Munici- 
pality of Paris has decided to tax all land not 
built upon. The consequence has been what 
land-taxers would anticipate in such circum- 
stances, that open spaces which were private 
property, but which were enjoyed by the people 
of Paris, are now to become the spoil of the 
jerry-builder. M. de Franqueville, for instance 
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the President of the Academy, the proprietor of 
the exquisite park * La Muette,’ with its historic 
fame, was notified that he would have to pay 
80,000 francs taxation for it. He did the only 
thing in his power, and has ordered that it 
should be sold out in lots, as he could not pay 
£3,000 a year for such a luxury and freely offer 
his hospitality to the Parisians. No doubt our 
single-taxers would acclaim such results as great 
ana glorious victories for their principles, as the 
imposition of the tax had led to the owners 
having the land built upon, instead of keeping 
it as pleasure resorts for the public. But no- 
body but the owners will benefit by the change, 
and even if they had not handed their land oyer 
to the jerry-builder, to add to the already 
crowded state of the city, it would simply have 
meant that it answered their purpose best to 
keep it unoceupied. The sensible thing for the 
Paris Municipality to have done would have 
been to acquire the Jand for public use, or to 
exempt the owners from the tax so long as they 
allowed the public the use of their parks. As 
it is, the experiment has shown that the taxation 
of land values will not abolish landlordism, and 
may easily intensify its evils.” 

Some of the dangers of rating vacant 
land were clearly pointed out by the 
Local Government and Taxation Com- 
mittee of the London County Council in 
old days. A Report of that Committee 
dated June 26th, 1891, signed by B. F.C. 
Costelloe, chairman, made the following 
admissions— 


* We doubt, first, whether it is possible to 
force the land market by the indirect agency of 
rates upon landowners. It is the interest of 
sandowners to bring their land into profitable 
occupation as quickly as they can; and it is 
especially the interest of the present possessors 
of land in settlement or in mortmain. There 
is no evidence that they do not follow that 
interest ; some of them are only too hasty in 
doing so. Mr. Vigers tells us that London is 
overbuilt periodically every seven years. We 
doubt, secondly, whether, if the land market 
could be artificially forced by a system of rating, 
it would be found of advantage to Londoners , 
seeing that land would be covered which might 
have remained longer open, a number of houses 
would be built without the certainty of occupants 
and would be built cheaply and flimsily, and 
would remain empty, and would decay. Such 
a result would injure the neighbourhood, and 
would not benefit the rates.” 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners. 

The House went, and, being returned, 

Mr. SpEAKER reported the Royal 
Assent to— 

1, Army (Annual) Act, 1905. 

2. Local Government Board’s Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Act, 1905. 

Mr. Remnant. 
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3. Leeds Corporation (Consolidation) 
Act, 1905. 


LAND VALUES (ASSESSMENT AND 
RATING) BILL. 
Question again proposed, “ That the 
Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. REMNANT (continuing his speech) 
said he proposed now to show some of 
the remarkable results which would 
ensue if these proposals became law. 
The present Bill, like the Bill of last 
vear, showed the utter hollowness of 
the cry for the “‘ rating of ground rents.” 
Under the Bill, during existing tenancies, 
all the rates on occupied premises were 
to be paid by the present ratepayers, 
and during future tenancies the land 
value rate on the land value as assessed 
at the time of the lease was to fall upon 
the immediate landlord, who himself 
was to have no power of deduction from 
those to whom he in his turn paid rent. 
Thus, except in the very rare cases where 
the ground landlord was himself the 
immediate landlord, ground landlords 
were never to be affected by the Bill. 
The ground landlord, who was principally 
aimed at in the agitation, which won 
many votes for Radical candidates at 
Parliamentary and municipal elections, 
was to be exempt for all time under the 
sill. Surely that was not a result which 
the mover of the Second Reading desired. 

Another remarkable result arose under 
Clause 1, Sub-section 4, which provided 
that where the annual land value ex- 
ceeded the total rateable value rates 
were to be paid on the land value. Let 
it be supposed that the Bill became law, 
and that a landowner next year let a 
house for ninety years at £50 a year, 
that being the full value at the time of 
the lease, and that the annual land value 
was assessed as £20. Let it be supposed 
further that owing to some movement 
of population or other unforeseen cause 
the site increased enormously in value, 
and the annual land value was assessed as 
£160. What would then happen under the 
provisions of the Bill ¢ Under Clause 1, 
Sub-section 4, the rateable value would 
go up to £150, and under Clause 3 as 
drafted the tenant could deduct from 
his rent the rates only on £20, that being 
“the,land value as assessed at the time 
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of the making of the lease.” So that 
the unhappy tenant would have to pay 
rates on £130 instead of £20 simply 
because the site of his house was found 
to be more valuable, even though he 
was living in the same house and had no 
power under the provisions of his lease 
to pull it down and build another. 
Clause 1, Sub-section 3, provided for an 
allowance for restrictions on the use of 
land, but only in the case of existing 
leases, so that it. would not help any 
tenant under a future lease. The effect 
of the Bill would thus be to impose 
‘rushing burdens upon the occupiers of 
houses standing upon sites that had 
increased largely in value, although 
these occupiers could gain nothing by 
that increase. This was surely a palpable 
ibsurdity, and one that no business 
man would wish to see perpetrated. 


An even more remarkable result arose 
udder Clause 3 of the Bill, as under the 
same Clause in the Billof last year. Under 
this clause the identity of the immediate 
landlord, from whose rent part of the 
rate on the land value wasto be deducted, 
sifted under every sub-lease. If the 
hon. Member who introduced the Bill let a 
house to the hon. Member who seconded 
lim for a term of years, a higher rent 
would, of course, be payable in considera- 
tion of the lessor’s liability under the Bull 
to pay part of the land value rate. But 
let it be supposed that the hon. Member 
who seconded afterwards granted a sub- 
lease to a third person, who would then 
be the “occupier.” Under the Bill 
the original lessor would be relieved of 
his obligation, for which he would be 
receiving consideration in the shape 
of a higher rent, and it would be trans- 
ferred to the seconder, who had given 
consideration for escaping this very 
obligation. The thing was absurd. 
When this point was raised last year 
the hon. Member for the Elland Division 
of Yorkshire was reported in Hansard to 
have said— 

* That the intention was that under a new 
igreement the rate might be shifted back. 
Supposing there were a series of tenancies, the 
clause would obviously apply to every new 
lease, whether made in the second or third place.” 


The meaning of this interruption was 
not clear at the time; nor was it clear 
as reported in Hansard. Buta year had 
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passed, and the Bill remained exactly 
as it stood in this respect. It was true 
that there was a change at the end of 
the clause, which provided that the 
portion of the rate to be deducted by the 
‘occupier ” should be— 

“So much. . . as is payable on the land value 
as assessed at the time of the making of the 
lease or agreement.” 
instead of— 

“So much... based on the annual 
value of the land comprised in the heredita- 


3 Is 


ment. 

This change affected only the amount 
to be paid, and in way affected 
the identity of the person who had to pay 
it. This Bill, therefore, like the Biull of 
last vear, had to be regarded as a measure 
for the unjust aggrandisement of those 
landlords whose tenants happened to 
sub-let to third persons. It might be 
suggested that this reductio ad absurdum 
could be avoided by giving the various 
intermediate landlords corresponding 
rights of deduction. The Bill would then 
only have run out of one absurdity into 
another, for it would then tax the owners 
of improved leasehold ground rents and 
fixed rent- charges, who had onlv a 
nominal reversion or no reversion at all. 
Dozens of Bills dealing with this subject 
had been introduced in the House of 
Commons during the last fifteen vears, 
but none one of them had been free from 
equal absurdities. The explanation was 
not any want of care or skill on the part 
of the promoters or the draftsmen, but 
the inherent impossibility of fairly apply 
ing a system of taxation on capital values 
to contracts dealing‘with annual payments 
in respect of annual values. Hon. Mem- 
bers were trying to square the circle, 
and they could not succeed. 


no 


It might be asked why,if such legislation 
was as anomalous as its opponents main- 
tained it to be,and would,as they believed, 
do no good to anybody, and much harm to 
most people, it was so strongly pushed 
forward year by year. The explana- 
tion was probably threefold. Some 
extravagant municipalities no doubt 
thought it might be well to cloak, though 
they could not really mitigate, the effects 
of municipal extravagance. Some politi- 
cians, having originally committed them- 
selves to a foolish cry for the “‘ taxation 
of ground rents,” which they now knew 
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to be impracticable, might feel them- 
selves bound to press forward some sort 
of scheme for the further delusion of 
their dupes. But besides these forces 
there was a third force, viz., the body 
of persons in this country who had em- 
barked on a campaign for the nationalisa- 
tion of land or for the confiscation of 


rent. Of the hon. Members whose | 


names appeared on the back of the 
present Bill, one, the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell, was a vice-president 
of the Land Nationalisation Society, 
and another, the hon. Member for Halifax, 
was the president of the English League 
for the Taxation of Land Values. 
Under this name hon. Members might 
not recognise the old 
Restoration League, which had _ for 
its object the confiscation of all rents, 
by which means it hoped to crush out 
the landlords of the country. 


Mr. WHITLEY : Is the hon. Member 
quoting ? 


Mr. REMNANT said that when the 
hon. Member was elected to the presi- 
dency of the League a member said that 
for over twenty vears before he had 
listened to Mr. Henry George, and had 
been a supporter of the movement ever 
since, and the hon. Member expressed 
his concurrence with those views. 


Mr. WHITLEY: The hon. Member | 


had better quote my words. 


Mr. REMNANT asked whether the 
hon. Member intended to 
inside the House,as he advocated outside, 
the principles of Mr. Henry George. 
That was a Question which should be 
answered, because the mover of the 
Second Reading had stated that the 
object of the Bill was not the confiscation 


of rent, but it was backed by hon. Mem- | 


bers who had declared that that was 
their sole object, and that they regarded 
the Bill not as an end, but as a means 
to an end. Another backer of the Bill 
had declared that it would be impossible 
to deal justly with the question without 
interfering with existing contracts. Last 
year the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Kast Fife asked the House 
not to be led away by possible defects 
in the Bill, but to look at the intention. 


Mr. Remnant. 
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English Land | 


advocate | 
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| What was the intention of the present 
measure ? Intention could be judged 
only by past speeches of promoters of 
the Bill, from which it appeared that 
the Bill was supported not as an end in 
itself, but as a means to an end, and 
that end was the confiscation of rent in 
accordance with the principles of the 
late Mr. Henry George. It was to be 
hoped that Parliament would never pass 
a Bill which, while ill-adapted to attain 
its avowed objects, would place a power- 
ful weapon in the hands of those who 
preached the gospel of spoliation. He 
therefore appealed to the House to 
support the Amendment standing in his 
nhame. 


*Mr. BOND said the mover of the 
Second Reading in his clear and able 
exposition had displayed astonishing 
candour, having stated almost in so 
many words that he and his friends 
regarded this Bill as a mere instalment, 
and as paving the way to some more 
drastic changes in our rating system. 
What the nature of those changes was 
likely to be could be gathered from the 
speech of the hon. Member for Holborn. 
Such a proposal ought to be met on the 
principle of principiis obsta, and the hon. 
Member should not be allowed to carry 
a first instalment of that revolutionary 
programme which he and his friends 
were in the habit of advocating. 





The hon. Member had on this occasion, 
as on the last, laid stress upon the support 
of various municipal councils. He (the 
speaker) was a little inclined to put that 
authority at a discount. He himself 
'had had the honour of serving upon a 
/municipal body—the London County 
| Council—and he knew how easy it was 
| to get a resolution of this kind passed 
/without the resolution having com- 
/manded the intelligent assent of the 
majority. If they had a body of highly- 
trained officials such as the London 
County Council had, they could easily 
get prepared lengthy argumentative 
documents, which might or might not 
be in support of the Resolution ulti- 
mately passed. but those lengthy, elabor- 
ate, and able documents were not 
studied or mastered by more than a 
very few members of the Council. If 
they happened not to be in harmony 








with the prepossessions and views of 
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the majority they were pooh-poohed 
as not worthy of the consideration of 
practical men. That had happened more 
than once in his experience on the London 
County Council. The real moving power 


behind these resolutions was some- 
thing very different from that. The 
people who sat upon local councils 


were naturally very susceptible to the 
opinions, wishes, and interests, as they 
conceived them, of those who sent them 
to the councils. When a proposal came 
before them, under which it was pointed 
out that certain property which now was 
not chargeable to the rates could be 
brought into contributing to the rates, 
and that thereby there would be a re- 
duction pro tanto of the rates which they 
themselves, and the bulk of their con- 
stituents, paid, they had a_ strong 
disposition to regard the proposal as 
almost obviously just. There might 
be some sort of lingering feeling that 
even proposals, however just they might 
appear from that point of view, re- 
quired some sort of arumentative basis 
and then perhaps certain exceptional 
cases would be quoted in justification. 


It was argued, for instance, that the 
capital expenditure made out of the 
rates had an influence upon the value 
of the particular class of property dealt 
with by the Bill. That argument upon 
examination would be seen to be without 
basis. The real reason why rates were 
levied was to increase the convenience 
and comfort of the public and to insure 
performance of duties which by statute 
had been cast upon the municipality. 
The local bodies got their money as they 
went along, and spent it on libraries, 
baths and wash-houses, public buildings, 
and so forth. But the paving of the street 
and the making of the roads were the 
only items in regard to which it could be 
said that the expenditure out of the rates 
had any direct influence on the value of 
any given unoccup‘ed property, and even 
in that case the owners in the first instance 
must have contributed to the making-up 
and laying out of the street. Possibly 
some advantage was derived from the 
presence of the police, and the protection 
they afforded, but the protection required 
for vacant land was very inconsiderable. 
The enhancement of the value of the land 
had nothing to do with the expenditure 
of the rates. Indeed, increased rates 
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depreciated the value of vacant land, 
because when that land came into the 
market it would realise so much less 
according to the amount which it was 
known would be levied upon it when 
.t was built upon. What enhanced the 
value of a plot of land was its natural 
and inherent advantages; that was to 
say, the fact that it happened to be 
situated in a district in which people 
were desirous of living. Therefore, to 
suggest that the value of land was in- 
creased by the enterprise of the neighbour- 
hood was to rest the case on a fallacy. 


In considering such proposals as these 
it was well to see how they would work 
asapplied to particular cases. The Bill 
dealt principally with three classes of 
hereditaments. First of all, there were 
the ordinary occupied houses and build- 
ings of a district. A separate valuation 
of the land on which they stood was to 
be made, and the separate value of the 
buildings would be ascertained. In 
regard to the bulk of houses already in 
existence this would not make any 
material difference in the amount of rate 
derived, because the present rate was 
usually on the compound value of the 
house and site. In regard to land oc- 
cupied for agricultural or other purposes 
it was apparently suggested that it should 
be assessed upon its speculative and 
possible building value in the future. 
As far as the agricultural rent derived 
from that Jand was concerned, it was 
enhanced by the {act that the land was 
in the neighbourhood of a town, and the 
suggestion was that it did not represent 
the full selling value of the land. But 
that was a matter of pure speculation. 
He did not think it would have any- 
thing but a speculative value. He had 
had a great deal of experience in these 
matters, and he assured the hon. Member 
who had moved the Second Reading of 
this Bill that it was by no means so simple 
a business as it was sometimes made 
out to be. Where there was a demand 
for the building of houses they would 
nearly always have to bring in the inter- 
vention of the middleman to place 
the land in the market. As a rule an 
individual who had had experience in 
these matters,or a company,came forward 
and bought the land. Roads would 
be made and sewers put in and the land 
laid out for building purposes. Supposing 
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for some reason or other the demand 
for houses in that district fell, trade 
became depressed, and taxes and ,rates 
went up, and money was not so plentiful, 
and in consequence nobody wanted 
to buy land there. The owners of that 
land would not only be out of pocket 
to the extent of the interest upon their 
capital and the money spent upon im- 
provements, but under this Bill they 
would have to pay a heavy tax upon 
the site value. He did not think that 
state of things would conduce to bring 
about the result which hon. Members 
opposite were aiming at, namely, to 
bring more land into the market, and 
induce people to go in for building in 
order to relieve the pressure upon con- 
gested districts. So far from the Bill 
having that result, he believed it would 
have the opposite effect. In this Bill 
it was proposed to assess vacant land 
the agricultural value of which had been 
destroyed in consequence of its having 
been converted into a building estate. 
The result would not be to encourage 
the conversion of agricultural land into 
building estates in the neighbourhood 
of large towns. A large amount of 
capital was invested at the present time 
in companies whose business it was to 
develop estates in the neighbourhood 
of large towns, and this capital was heid 
by a large number of small shareholders. 
He believed that if this Bill became 
law the coup de grace would be given to 
many of these enterprises, and that the 
shareholders would find their property 
impaired in value, if it did not disappear 
altogether. Those were consequences 
which, on the Ministerial side of the 
House, they could not face with equa- 
nimity. 

He could assure the House that 
the considerations he was placing before 
them were of a very serious and important 
character, and it would really be a gross 
injustice, and gross hardship would be 
created, if this extra taxation were 
lnposed on properties which represented 
a large amount of outlay in respect of 
which no present profit was being derived. 
It would really be taxation on stock-in- 
trade—for land was the stock-in-trade 
of many societies and individuals, which 
they had to turn over to get a profit 

—and that was a principle of taxation 
which had long since been abandoned | 


Mr. Bond. 
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in rating matters. He objected to the 
Bill because, among other things, it 
ran absolutely counter to the recom- 
mendations aud advice of the Town 
Holdings Committee and the Royal 
Commission on Local Taxation. It was 
quite true that the Minority Report of 
the Local Taxation Commissioners con- 
tained a recommendation in reference 
to the advisablity of putting on a small 
site-value tax as part of a larger scheme 
which would bring in for contribution 
to the rates not only fixed property 
but personal movable property as well. 
He objected, also, to this Bill because of 
the inconvenience, difficulty, and expense 
which would certainly be experi ienced 
in determining what the site values were 
to be on which the taxation was to be 
levied. Witness after witness in evidence 
before the toval Commission pointed 
out the extreme delicacy of the operation 
involved, and they dwelt upon the 
enormous expense which might be 
entailed. Friction would arise in regard 
to the proportion which the occupier 
could deduct from the amount paid 
to his landlord, and another great objec- 
tion would be the very considerable 
expense entailed in determining site 
values. He imagined that at first there 
would be constant appeals, and this 
would involve considerable expense. 
[Cries of ‘ Agreed, agreed.”] In con- 
clusion, he said it was because he felt 
strongly that this measure was unwork- 
able that he heartily seconded the 
Amendment. ; 


Amendment proposed— 

*To leave out all the words after the word 
‘That,’ to the end of the Question in order to 
add the words, ‘a satisfactory reform of the 
present system of local taxation must be arrived 
at not by piecemeal and partial treatment, but by 
such legislation as will secure fair and equitable 
results to all classes of the community “—(Mr. 

vemnant. )—instead thereof.” 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER (Liverpool, 
Everton), in a maiden speech, said that 
in supporting the Bill he was representing 
to a great extent the views of the great 
municipalities with which he had been 


in connection for many administrative 
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years. He thought those hon. Gentlemen 


were quite wrong who supposed that | 


the municipal bodies were not almost 
wholly in favour of this Bill. 
been connected with many of the com- 
mittees who had considered this question 
before it reached the present stage, and 
he did not remember that at any of their 
meetings views were expressed contrary 
to the principles of this Bill. In fact, 
both Parties alike, so far as the munici- 
palities were concerned, were fully alive 
to the necessity of the Bill and desirous 
of seeing it passed into law. He thought 
those hon. Members who were opposing 
this Bill would be well advised if they 
consulted their constituents, and made 
some efforts to ascertain their views upon 
this question. He thought they would 
find that in most instances they were in 
favour of this Bill. 


The Amendment seemed to him 
to be a red herring drawn across 
the path, because he had no doubt 


that municipalities would be only too 
glad to consider a measure which would 
widen the basis of rateable value. He 
did not think that the Amendment 
which had been moved at all represented 
the views of the great municipalities. 
What they felt was the great inequality 
of taxation which at present existed. 
It was almost impossible for an occupier 
not to look around at the position of 
his town or city and consider on what 
account his rates had to be paid, and 
whether his neighbours were bearing 
a fair share of the rates. 
on one side of the road with buildings 
upon it and both the land and the 
buildings were rated. He saw a neigh- 
bour owning land on the other side of 
the road who put no buildings on it 
and who held that land unoccupied 
and useless for the purpose of contributing 
any part to the burdens of the community. 
He also saw that land continually 
improving in value without any additional 
cost to the owner of the land. The land 
on the one side of the road paid full 
rates for the making of the roads, the 
laying of sewers, the education of the 
people, and all the rates which fell upon 
the occupier, whilst his neighbour on 
the other side of the road bore no portion 
of the expense. It was almost impossible 
that any hon. Member would consider 
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‘that that was a state of things which 


ought to continue. The incidence of 
taxation on owners of adjoining land 
was often most inequitable. There were 
plenty of illustrations, especially in the 
case of seaside places which grew up 
quickly. He had an instance in his 
mind where the occupiers desired to 
make a promenade and various amenities 
which would increase the value of the 
property of the landlord who owned 
the adjoining land. The landlord, how- 
ever, declined to bear any portion of 
the expense, so the occupiers shouldered 
the burden. The result was that the 
value of the landlord’s land was increased 
from £50 an acre to £300 or £400 an acre. 


It was astonishing to find that the 
opponents of the Bill seemed rather 
to approve of the Minority Report of 
the Royal Commission on Local Taxation, 
for the Minority Report of that Com- 
mission recommended an additional rate 
on all site values. The Bill was intended 
to lighten the burden, not to increase 
it—to place it on a fair basis. The Bill 
would not increase the burden upon 
occupiers and owners who used their 
land to the fullest extent. Reference 
| had been made to the fact that taxation 
did not fall upon the owners of land. 
If that was the case he could not see 
what objection there could be to this 
measure, because that was its object. 
The aim of this Bill was that a fair share 
of the burden of taxation should be placed 
upon the owner. Some hon. Members 
appeared to think that it would be a 
good thing to tax land in order to take 
away the grants in aid of local taxation. 
In regard to that proposal, he was sure 
that municipalities, whilst they were 
‘extremely anxious to have this Bill, 
did not want their grants-in-aid 
|taken away. The chief point was 
whether it could be carried out with 
| justice and without difficulty, for he did 
| not see how the principle of the measure 
| could be controverted. He thought that 
| land which was wanted, yet was withheld 
| from public uses, should be rated just 
the same as land which was not withheld. 
Undoubtedly there might be some hard- 
ship in the case of land on the outskirts 
of a city which was not quite ripe for 
development, but he thought the owners 
| of such land could be properly protected. 
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there would be much expense in carrying 
out the measure. If hon. Members 
would recollect the way in which the 
general assessment for rateable value 
was carried out, they would agree with 
him when he said that it was carried out 
in a very fair spirit indeed, and there was 
no desire to press the rate up unreason- 
ably. Why should they, when dealing 
with land, apply a different measure of 
justice to that which they applied in 
the case of ordinary rating. He knew 
that difficulties sometimes arose, and 
he knew of a case where an increase of 
£63 in rating was accompanied by costs 
amounting to £650, but such cases were 
few and far between. There was also the 
question of the tenants under leases 
which had been referred to by the hon, 
Member for Holborn. If they would look 
at Clause 3 they would find that the 
leaseholder was pretty well protected. 
He was quite certain there was no in- 
tention to place leaseholders at this dis- 
advantage. The measure was only in- 
tended to carry out the rating of land 
values in a fair and proper manner. One 
thing provided for by a clause in the 
Bill was that existing contracts should 
be thoroughly respected, so that the 
proposal now made would not touch 
the old basis of rating. There was a 
feeling in some quarters that lease- 
holders should be taxed. In Lancashire 
and Yorkshire there were a large number 
of small investors in building societies 
and co-operative societies who had put 
their money into ground rents, and 
therefore, in their interest, it was decided 
to set aside any idea of interfering with 
existing contracts. It seemed to him 
that there was no sense of proportion 
observed by the opponents of the Bill. 
It was only a small matter—a matter of 
adjusting the rates so that they should 
fall equally on all who ought to 
pay. But their opponents had en- 
deavoured to put a wider interpretation 
cn the Hill by bringing in the question ot 
land nationalisation, and cther theories 
regarding land with which it did not deal. 
What the Bill proposed to do was to 
confer a simple measure of justice on all 
ratepayers, and that the proposal was 
so regarded was shown by the fact that a 
large number cf municipalities had voted 
for it, and taken pains to bring their 
Mr, Haimood-Banner. 


{COMMONS} 
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views before the attention of Members of 
this House. The supporters of the 
measure belonged not to one Party, but 
included the representatives of all sides 
of politics. s 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said he 
had listened to the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman with great interest, and con- 
gratulated him upon his effective first 
appearance in the debates of the House. 
This question of the rating of land values 
had been before the House on so many 
occasions during the present Parliament 
that it would be an unpardonable con- 
sumption of the time of the House on his 
part, especially as he had expressed his 
opinions on the subject very fully last 
year, to speak more than for afew moments. 
Whether from the point of view of justice 
or the point of view of policy, it was 
unquestionable that land values at 
present were not fairly rated. Why 
should urban land, unoccupied but 
ripe for development, enjoy an enhanced 
value from the common expenditure 
of the community without making any 
actual contribution of its own to the 
rates 4 From the point of view of policy 
the effect of such a system, by throwing 
the main burden of the local rates upon 
buildings, was to raise rents, to dis- 
courage building, and to cripple and 
check the natural and healthy develop- 
ment of the community. On both these 
grounds it seemed to him that the first 
principle of the Bill, namely, that urban 
land ought to be fairly and adequately 
dealt with, was one that ought to be 
embodied in legislation. The other con- 
sideration was that it was both necessary 
and practicable for that purpose to have 
a separate assessment of land from that 
of other rateable subjects. That was not 
so much a matter of principle as of 
machinery. It was clear, for the reasons 
he had stated, that if they granted the 
first principle, the other was a mere 
corollary of it, and the only question 
in regard to the second was how far, under 
the existing conditions of social and muni- 
cipal life, the separate assessment ol 
land was capable of application. 


He was not going into any general discus~ 


sion of the matter,but he wanted, to put 
before the House two or three practical 
considerations. In the firstaplace this 
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proposal, which he could remember, 
without going very far back, as having 
been regarded as the fad of economic 
doctrinaires—and that was still the view 
of one or two hon. Members—had now 
behind it the active and growing support 
of the governing bodies of almost all the 
great urban communities of the kingdom. 
He found that there were supporting 
the Bill 166 municipal corporations, and 
152 urban districts; and in addition 
sixty-four Poor Law unions in England, 
Wales, and Ireland, and sixty-four parish 
councils in Scotland. A practical matter 
of rating which commanded not merely 
the academic or lethargic support, but 
the active support of these large bodies 
of persons who were every day engaged 
in the actual task of municipal adminis- 
tration, might be said to have passed 
from the region of speculation into that 
class of politics that called for legislation. 
Moreover, he was told that, comparing 
this year with last, there were 200 more 
municipal bodies in favour of the scheme. 
That was a practical consideration which 
he thought the House might well keep 
in view when considering whether the 
Bill should be read a second time. 
Another practical point which he should 
like to urge upon the House was this. 
The practicability and beneficial results 
of legislation of this kind were growingly 
attested by the experience of other 
countries. He would not go over them 
again, having dealt with them last year. 
They had the experience of the Colonies, 
and especially New Zealand and Queens- 
land, but ;he would like to call attention 
to the case of the Kingdom of Prussia. 
Since 1899 a system substantially the 
same as that proposed by this Bill had 
been optional in Prussia. In a book on 
the “Taxation of Land Values” by 
Lawrence Zimmerman, he found the 
following— 

“The taxation of land values was strongly 
recommended in the year 1899 by the Prussian 
Minister of Finance, and in Germany no fewer 
than seventy-one towns and fifty-three rural 
communities have introduced the system, and 
with excellent results. During the 
present year, encouraged by the effective results 
of the new system, the Prussian Ministers of 
Finance and of the Interior have issued a 
Memorandum to induce all towns to adopt the 
new system. They point out that the practical 
experience which has been gained proves that 
the system of the rating of land values is well 
adapted in numerous places, especially in those 
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where the population is increasing and the land 
values rising, to effect a considerable lessening 
of the burden of taxation for those landowners 
who most need to be spared by increasing the 
taxation of those who can best afford to 
pay more.” 


*Mr. REMNANT said that he called 
attention before the right hon. Gentle- 
man came into the House to the fact that 
in Germany the local rates were raised 
by ‘the local authorities on the basis 
of the income-tax. 


“Mr. ASQUITH said he did not think 
the interruption was in any way relevant 
to the point. He wished to bring before 
the House the direct evidence which 
was now being obtained from skilled 
persons as to the effect the assessment 
of unoccupied land, which was ripe for 
development and which at present 
escaped taxation, would have, if applied, 
as it could be without difficulty, to the 
actual conditions of the urban communi- 
ties of this country. He quoted to the 
House last year the remarkable facts in 
connection with an experimental valua- 
tion madeinthe urban district of Finchley. 
He understood that since then a similar 
process had been applied, for experi- 
mental purposes of course, to other 
urban communities also adjacent to the 
Metropolis, and he had with him the 
figures which had been supplied in regard 
totwoofthem. Tlie object of this valua- 
tion was to show what effect, after all 
proper deductions had been made for 
depreciation and so forth, the rating of 
land now unrated, but capable of profit- 
able development for residental and 
business purposes, would have on the 
actual rates. The valuation being for 
that purpose orly, publie parks, woods, 
recreation grounds, and spaces of that 
kind would, of course, be excluded. It was 
calculated that, in the case of Hornsey,the 
capital value of the land brought in would 
be £887,000, which at 3 per cent. would 
amount to £22,610 of rateable value, and 
the result would be a reduction in the 
rates of that community from 7s. 6d. to 
7s. 2d. in the £. Th's did not, imply a 
very violent change, but it did seem to 
show that land which was at present 
deriving benefit from the local enterprise 
and progressive spirit of the muricipality 
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escaped a burden which it ought legiti- 
mately to bear. A similar calculation 
m regard to Fulham showed that the 
capital value of the land brought in 
would be £575,000, which at 3 per cent. 
would amount to £17,250. In that case 
there would be a reduction of the rates 
from 7s. 4d. to 7s. 2d. if land values were 
brought within assessment. He had 
no doubt that if the same process were 
applied in provincial communities still 
more striking results would be derived 
No one, so far as he was aware, certainly 
none of his hon. friends who were 
responsible for the Bill, put it forward 
as a panacea; it was a mild, modest 
instalment of :ating reform which had 
the hearty approval of a vast number of 
municipalities of the country with the 
best practical knowledge of the conditions 
of the case. It could be adopted by this 
House without prejudice to the ultimate 
settlement of the larger questions as 
between urban and rural interests, or 
between the local and Imperial Ex- 
chequer. He trusted the Secretary to 
the Local Government Board, whose 
competence to deal with these questions 
all would acknowledge, would be able to 
express the opinion of the Government 
on this matter. Last year it was treated, 
like so many things in these days, as an 
open question. It would be satisfactory 
for the House to know the attitude of 
mind of the Government to-day; and 
he trusted it would not be long before 
the House came to a decision, 


*Stir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) 
said he could not take the view of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite in regard 
to the laws of the Kingdom of Prussia. 
There were many laws in Prussia which 
he was sure the right hon. Gentleman 
would be the last to ask them to imitate. 
There were so minv points to be con- 
sidered in this Bill that he could not 
expect to examine all of them. He 
would, therefore, only refer to one or 
two, but especially to one great objection 
which presented itself to his mind, and 
that was the rating of land not built 
upon on its assumed capital value, 
To assume that land which had not yet 
found a market for building purposes 
would some day do so was a presumption 
which was not justified by experience, 
Mr. Asquith. 
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He said without fear of contradiction 
that no demand for land on which to 
erect buildings arose without being 
promptly satisfied. The demand for 
land on which to erect buildings was 
irrepressible, and if there was no supply 
in one direction it was found in another ; 
but, «though there were of course ex- 
ceptions to the rule, it was safe to say 
that no one kept land out of the mirket 
for which there was a genuine building 
demand. That would indeed be a bad 
financial operation, and he who conducted 
it was the loser and no one else, There 
was, according to his experience, no 
ground for the assertion that building 
land was generally withheld from the mar- 
ket, nor was the operation called “ fore- 
ing land into the market’’in any way 
possible. By taxation a weak holder of 
land might be compelled to take anything 
he could get for it, but who was the 
forwarder? He might be ruined, but 
there was no economic force which could 
provide the capital for putting up build- 
ings on land thus forced into the market, 
nor for creating the population to live 
in them if they were built, and it was 
not in the interests of municipalities to 
encourage overbuilding. If land could 
be had for nothing it would not insure 
building upon it. The pretensions, 
therefore, that taxing uncovered land 
as proposed in the Bill would be in 
the interests of the municipalities was 
in his opinion both presumptuous 
and empirical. In the first case it 
would cause widespread ruin and imperil 
many mortgage investments. It would 
completely crush the speculating builder 
or pioneer, and it would pat an intoler- 
able tax upon the property of land and 
building societies in which the savings o! 
working people were invested, 


Was it in the interests ot municipalities 
to crush the speculator, the goose that 
laid the golden egg, the pioneer who pit 
up the dwellings for working people almost 
always in advance of the requirement ? 
The great municipalities were greatly in 
debt to the speculator who had made them 
what they now were and largely created 
the income which they now enjoyed. 
Was it not Mr. Cubitt who raised streets 
across the swamps behind Buckingham 
Palace and created Belgravia? That tract 
of land that was offered to the Crown in 
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George the Third’s time for £20,000, but ' 


refused by the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer. Had it not been for the risk under- 
taken by a private person, a pioneer, 
another generation might have elapsed 
before that beautiful part of London, 
with its vast rateable value, was built 
upon, and even then it would have been 
a private person who would have risked 
the development and not a munici- 
pality. It was the same in all towns. 
Some of them had grown largely in the 
last generation owing to the expansion 
of their trade and commerce. Who had 
built the houses, the workshops, and 
largely the factories to anticipate those 
requirements? It was invariably the 
same pioneer—the man who took risks, 
who bought a tract of land, who expended 
large sums in making streets and sewers, 
and equipping it for the use of the popu- 
lation that he thought was coming, so 
that overcrowding in most provincial 
towns was a thing unknown. Even now 
in most of the targe midland towns 
there were thousands of houses empty. 
This person was largely a borrower from 
banks and from mortgagors, and no 
money was more usefully or legiti- 
mately, and in most cases more securely, 
lent than to those speculating builders. 
The loans were for the development of 
our own cities, and for paying wages to 
British workmen, and not forthe purpose 
of developing other countries anl for 
paying wages to foreign workmen tor 
which purpose money lent to foreign 
Governments was mainly devote!. This 
pioneer, and this form of business and 
investment, the Bill before the House 
was designed to crush, and he could not 
imagine any movement so fatal to the 
interests of our great cities. For cer- 
tainly no prudent man would ever again 
run the risk of buying land, and making 
stree‘s and sewers on it, while he knew 
that if perchance he had miscalculated, 
and it got left on his hands, he would be 
ruined by taxation. Not to mention 
existing holders of building land who 
would throw up their efforts tq develop 
and to create a rateable value for their 
municipality. Again, in his constituency, 
and he thought it was so in most towns, 
there were large tracts of lands, hundreds 
of acres in the borough, in which work- 
ing men had become speculators, by 
paving on a small weekly instalment 


| 
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system, and at leugth becoming owners 
of a plot on which a house was frequently 
built. This system was growing and 
spreading; very much, he con‘ended, to 
the advantage of working people who 
enjoyed these plots as gardens until it 
was convenient to build a house. Ths 
system was to be discouraged by the 
onerous tax which this Bill propos:d that 
municipalities shou!d place upon these 
pots. 


He hal observed the growth of many 
cities and towns in this country, 
but he need not go beyond that near 
which he had lived all his life, and which 
he now represented. He had seen the 
land on whch he used to shoot partridges 
in abundance now covered with factories 
and houses, and at closing time what 


were once quiet rural retreats now 
sounded with the tread of thousands 
of busy working men and women. 


He had seen in the same town land 


that was sold thirty-six years ago, 
and where streets and sewers were im- 
mediately constructed, grass was now 


growing over the streets again, and 
no houses had yet been erected, What 
was the reason for those two extremes ? 
Why was one district taken and the other ° 
left 2. He had observed that the success- 
ful conversion of land into town was done 
mainly by the application to it of capital, 
brains, and energy, and he had also 
observed that these were mainly provided 
by the speculating pioneer to whom, as 
one interested in progress and develop- 
ment, he heartily wished God-speed. 
The town which he represented had 
been largely built by this class and it was 
agoodtown. It had grown more rapidly 
in proportion than, he thought, any other 
town; it was better provided with parks 
and open spaces than most towns ; it 
had almost the lowest death-rate; 
epidemic diseases were almost unknown ; 
an additional supply of water from the 
Peak of Derbyshire was on its way to 
provide that great necessity of life for 
the increased population that was 
anticipated, and yet the chairman of the 
finance committee was able last year to 
announce a reduction in the rates of 3d. 
in the £ and this year ld. It was a well- 
managed town, and he was glad to think 
that its corporation had not sent him any 
resolution asking his support to this Bill. 
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As he had said. Leicester had been largely 
built by the speculator, The require- 
ments of its population in the way of 
housing had been provided for, and well 
provided for, by private enterpris:. 
Building was and had been a 


great industry employing many 
thousands of people; in it many 
millions of money had been turned 


over again and again, with profit 
to the bankers and with good return to 
the investors. That industry on the 
whole had contributed largely to the 
prosperity of the town, and now there 
came before Parliament a Bill, which, if 
carried and applied by that town, would 
clog the wheels of that great industry 
and crush those who conducted it. 


The measure would bring not plenty and 
prosperity, but poverty and adversity. 
Tf this Bull were applied, as it at present 
stood, to Leicester, the corporation might 
cancel all orders for provision for future 
population; might content itself with 
living on the progress of the past, as 
there would be but little in the future. 
“But he hoped that when the provisions 
of this Bill were better known many 
enlightened corporations would observe 
its great defects and withdraw from it 
that support which they had hitherto 
accorded it. He ventured to say that, 
as a rule, all Jand in this country that 
was wanted for buildings was built upon, 
and who was there with sufficient occult 
knowledge to say what land would be 
built upon in the future and what land 
was worth a large sum now because it 
might perhaps be built upon? Many 
things would have to happen, the course 
of trade would have to improve, new 
industries would have to be established, 
and new factories would have to be put 
up in this country if an increasing popu- 
lation was to want more houses. That 
might be the ease. He hoped it would, 
but it was not a certainty, and no one, 
he contended, ought to be taxed on a 
speculation or by an assessor who 
estimated that the increase of population 
was merely a matter of arithmetical 
Sir John Rolleston. 
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calculation based on the increase in the 
last generation. He submitted that there 
was no ground for such an assumption, 
and that taxation on speculative values, 
values that might never be realised, 
was not a proper system of taxation for 
this country. He admitted one case, and 
one case only, in favour of this Bill, and 
that was where a central site in a city was 
occupied by poor property, while it was 
required for a much superior class of 
property which would contribute a much 
larger sum in rates to the municipality. 
If in that case the obdurate owner refused 
to rebuild, or to let any one else do so, 
then he thought the owner should be 
rated on the best use, and not the worst, 
to which his site could be put. But how 
many cases were there of thiskind? He 
did not think that fools were s 
plentiful as seemed to be supposed, 
and surely a few cases such as this did 
not constitute sufficient pretext to 
place upon the Statute-book 
he contended, would be a Jaw creit- 
ing far more injustice than justice. 


what, 


With regard to the separate valuation 
of buildings and site, he had only to say 
there was no practical difficulty in doing 
this. It was done every day in valu- 
ations of a certain kind, but at the same 
time the value of a house was usually 
reckoned to include the site; the site 
was an essential portion of the house and 
without the site there could be no house. 
The idea was clearly to get at the value 
of the site in order to rate the house 
when empty. But why should they 
consider the case so much of empty 
houses. It was municipalities them- 
selves which emptied houses by high 
rates. Let them rather keep the houses 
full by better and more provident 
management. If houses remained’ full 
he did not see what was to be gained by 
a separate assessment of buildings and 
site, Probably many assessments might 
thereby be reduced. The agitation for 
this Bill was a tempest in a teapot, and 
if it should become law the results 


expected would not, in his opinion, be 
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realised, They could understand ex- 
travagant municipalities hunting about for 
a wider system of taxation as rates were 
at present levied on a limited class of 
people and a limited class of property, 
but he contended that by worrving realty 
the evil would only be increased. Some 
munieipalities, however, went for per- 
sonalty aswell, and were making attacks 
machinery 


on the usel in production, 


the sewing machines even used in many 


trades, the tools of working men and 
women, He thought that other property 
than realty should be brought in as rate- 


able. but last of all machinery used in 


production. Rather the safes and 


t 
strong rooms open and rate some of the 


ge! 


property hidden away there, rather than 
keep attacking that which was visi'le 
and spread out before the eves of everv- 
merely 


one because it was easy. He 


knew if might be said that munie'palities 


expended money for the benefit of real 


property and not for other property. 


The 


Was 


He denied that proposition. 
pend 
per 


tain 


ex- 
for 
and cer- 
who had 
land, or bought land, and made streets 


iture of municipalities 


ons and not for property, 


} 


v in the case of the man 
aud sewers, and built houses, it was he 
that made the municipality and not the 
This Bill 
was not one that, in his “opinion, would 


municipality that made him. 


be a useful measure on the Statute- 
book, It 
plaything for the political platform; and 


was a Bill of amateurs; a 
not one that would be of real use even to 
those municipalities that desired it; one 
of which he was glad to say that he 
did not represent—but one whose best 
interests he was sure he was serving 
by opposing with what small force he 
could command the Bill that was now 
presented for Second Reading. 
VOL. CXLV. [Fourru Serres.] 
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Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) 
said that in view of the fact that over 
sixty Members of the Irish Party intended 
to take part in the division on this Bill he 
wished to state the views of that Party 
in regard to the subject-matter of the 
He had 
astonished at the eloquent peroration of 
had 


down, in which he described this Bill as 


measure, been somewhat 


the hon, Gentleman who ‘ust sat 


a mere plavthing for the political plat- 


form. He thought that was a strong 
statement to make, and rather an 


insulting observation considering that 
500 corporate and municipal bodies in 
this country had petitioned in favour of 
the measure. Of course, any measure 
which proposed to advance the demo- 
cratic cause would always command the 
denunciation of the hon, Geatleman and 
his friends, Although this Bill did not 
affect Ireland, the Irish Party proposed 
to vote for it because they were in favour 
of its principle. The taxation of ground 
values was an exceedingly important 
question not only to Englond and Scot- 
land, but also to Ireland. Unfortunately, 
the value of land in towns in Ireland 
was not so great as in Great Britain, and 
the agrarian condition of Ireland was 
responsible for that. In one city alone, 
the Belfast, this 


question of striking importance. Only a 


great city of was 
few years ago the taxpayers of that city 
voted over £500,000 for the building of a 
city hail for that great and growing com- 
munity. Immediately after the erection 
of the building the value of the shops in 
the neighbourhood increased from £100 a 
year to £300 a year; and the landlords, 
many of whom had never seen Belfast, 
secured an increased income of £200 a 


year without the outlay of a single penny, 


simply because the ratepayers of Belfast 


I 
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had spent half a million on an institution 
for city purposes. That single fact was, 
he thought, a strong argument in favour 
of the taxation of land values. Since 
the division took place last year on this 
Bill he understood that over 200 
rating authorities had joined the 
most powerful combination since the 
Anti-Corn League in favour of the pro- 
All the leading 


corporations in the country including 


posals made in this Bill, 


the London County Council, the town 
councils of Glasgow, Manchester, Liver- 
pool, ete., were in favour of the Bill, and 
on that account he and his colleagues 
of the Irish Party would support it in 


th: division lobby with great pleasure. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) said 
he was sorry the hon. Member 
for Kilkenny had preceded him in 
the debate, because he hoped pre- 
sently to show that, if this Bill were 
extended to Ireland, Irish farm tenants 
who lived in urban districts would suffer 
by the Bill, and on that ground he was 
going to appeal for Irish support to 
secure its rejection. It was from no 
want oi respect to the right hon. Member 
for East Fife that he did not rise when 
that right hon. Gentleman sat down; 
but his hon. friend the Member for 
Leicester was entitled to be heard, as 
he was chairman of the Surveyors’ Insti- 
tute, and when they were discussing a 
matter on which surveyors could express 
an expert opinion, the House ought to 
hear the views of that hon. Gentleman. 
He could not attempt to follow the hon. 
Gentleman opposite in his hurried tour 
round the world in order to obtain 
evidence in favour of the proposals made 

Mr. Joseph Devlin. 


in the Bill. 
been adopted in other countries; but 


No doubt this system had 


he did not know where the supporters 
of the Bill had obtained their ev idenc 
in regard to Prussia, because Berlin had 
repudiated this system in 1899 and had 
never since re-adopted it because th 


inconvenience of it was so great. 


Mr. TREVELY AN askedif the hon 
Gentleman could give the House the 
names of the places in Germany that 
had adopted the Act of 1895 whicl 
regulated the 


land held for speculative purposes. 


special tates charged o 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON said he; quite 
admitted that some places had adopted 
the Act, but Berlin was the leading case 
This Bill was a serious attempt to get at 
and to rate for present needs the profits 
which might, or might not, at sony 
future time come to the owners of urbai 
Jand, Two other schemes for this pur- 
pose had been brought forward, on 
two years ago and the other three years 
ago. Those schemes had been frankly 
abandoned, and no doubt it would now 
be admitted that they were a_ little 
ridiculous. It was said that this}Bill was 
drafted to a considerable extent on the 
same lines as the Bill of last year. But 
there was a neW provision in this Bill, in 
Section 3, which would make it have a 
result precisely opposite to that which 
the Bill of last year was intended to pro- 
duce. The Bill of last year was° meant 
to provide that any increase in the rate 
due to the increase of the site value 
should fall on the site owner. Bu 
Section 3 of this Bill made the owner o! 
the site liable only for so much of the 
rate as was payable in respect of the land 


value as assessed at the time of making 
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the lease or agreement. Therefore, if a 
man let his land for ninety-nine years, 
the burden of any increased rates during 


that period would fall, not on the land- | 


owner, who would only pay on the value 


of the land when he made the lease, but | 


on the lessee. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): He 


would only pay on what he was receiving. | 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON said that his 
hon. friend was thinking of the old 
scheme of the taxation of ground rents. 


Mr. MeCRAE said it was rather unfair 
of the right hon. Gentleman to misre- 
present him. He was dealing with the 
scheme of to-day; that whoever had an 
interest in the land would pay in respect 
of that interest, and that interest only, 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON said he was 
taking the actual words of the Bill. The 


lessee was to be— 


“entitled to deduct from rent payable by | 


hin so much of any rate paid by him, in respect 

f the hereditament, as is payable on the land 

value as assessed at the time of the making of 
lease or agreement.” 

all be 


thought would 


greed that 
valuations sould be. as far as possible, 


He 


they 
it was most essential that 


exact science~-that it shoull be an 
effort of the mind and not of the imagina- 
his Bill, 


would be asked to say what a hypotheti- 


tion. But, under t the valuer 
eal tenant would give for a hypothetical 


Indeed, this Bill carried the 


valuer of the future out of the reach of 


purpose, 


realities into the realms of fancy. 


the Bill, had taken it part by part. and | 


hid reduced it absolutely to nothing. 


Yes, and he believed that speech of| 
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| his 


The | 


hon, Member for Holborn had analysed | 
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the 
{months and months of study. 


result of 
The 
'hon. Member for Leicester had also told 
the House that the details of the Bill 
'were entirely unfair and unworkable. 


hon. friend was 


He believed it was supposed to be a great 
| educational advantage to members of the 
| Government to listen to the Opposition. 
He had heard every debate on the prin- 
ciples of this Bill in Parliament, so that 
he should be a highly-educated official on 
\the subject, but he could not recollect 
| that any of the hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
| who were connected with the land or 
were directors of assurance companies 
and similar institutions, had brought his 
| practical experience to help the House 
| with the consideration of measures of this 
kind, 
should submit that this was a highly 
technical question, and, as the other side 


If he were in a Court of law he 


had not produced their experts, who were 
in Court, there was no case to go to the 
jury. 

words to have their or- 


If 
dinary meaning in this Bill, he should 


were 


not object to the provision of a column 
setting out “the separate annual value of 


» 


sites and houses.” The annual value of 
a site on which a house stood, apart from 
that it, 
What annual value did 


under a dock produce, apart from 


the structure was upon was 


obviously nz’. 
land 
the dock that was uponit? But when 
they got to Sub-section 2 of Clause 1 they 
were plunged into a sea of fancy. For 
the purposes of this Act the annual value 
of land was to be deemed to be an 

3 per cent. of the 
land could be 


sold as by a willing seller to a willing 


amount equal to 


amount for which the 
buyer. How wonderfully that expres- 
sion “deemed to be” was taken hold of 


by the draftsman Throughout the Bill 
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everything was “deemed to he” some- 
thing which everyone knew it was not to 
be. The wildest supposition was that 
there would be willing buyers ready to 
take the place of those who had been 
rated out of their property by such a 
proposal as this. As to valuation hon. 
Members did not seem to have considered 
the glut that would be caused by every 
serap of land in an urban district being 
put in the market at once. Everyone 
knew that in an old settled country like 
England nearly every piece of land in an 
urban district was subject to covenants, 
easements, etc. Were they to be con- 
sidered? It was true that under this 
Bill those covenants were to be con- 
sidered, but they were to be embodied in a 
document to which the valuer had no 
access, With that exception the land 
was to be deemed to be held in fee 
simple and free from encumbrances ; but 
a vast amount of land was not so held. 
Yet these obstacles were to be “deemed” 
to be waved away by the Bill. That 
showed what a tangled web they weaved 
when thev “deemed ” a thing to be some- 
thing it was not. Those who had to do with 
compensation cases knew that the best 
valuers differed widely in the estimate 
they made of capital value of premises 


under the Land Clauses Acts. Under these 
Acts thev dealt witha thing that existed. 
How much wider would their opinion | 


f they had to deal with a hypothetical 


: ‘. ry ] ] 
S¢ uch aS th jue ot lon L Wi | 
4 1 1 4 

house and the vzelue of | vith 
1 1 1 ° } 
j se O it Such aiuation wou 
rh ae , ae 

I OI ) \ i TTal 

" 4} : 4] F 
As to the cost of the assess its pro- 


posed by this Bill expert evideuce given 
1 


before the Royal Commission showed that 


it, would run into millions, Vor separat- 


ing site from structure in London alone 
Mr, Grant Lawson. 
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the cheapest estimate was £400,000; the 
estimates of other surveyors varicd 
between £2,000,000 and £4,000,00), but 
the net result for the whole country was 
that the valuation separating site from 
structure would cost £18,000 000. And 
when they had separated the site from 
the structure and wasted this money who 
benefit? The Bill 


existing leases for the present, so that if 


would respected 


they increased the rateable value by 
taking the capital instead of the annual 
value of the site, the burden fell on 
existing lessees, with the result that the 
shopkeepers and those owning houses in 
the centre of a town would find their 
rates increased for the benefit of those 
living m the suburbs. Then in future 
the lessor, ‘notwithstanding any 
agreement to the contary,” had to pay 


1 


part of the rates. Commenting on that 
proposal, Lord Balfour said that it was a 
danger that “ might lead to extravagance 


] 


and plunder.” But the supposed ad- 


vantage accruing from the principle was 
to be educational, to teach the 
enlightened clasess that the rates did no‘ 
really fall onthe tenant entirely. He wa 
in favour of such a method of education, 
but the cost entailed was too much for 


these primary schools of politicaleco 


This was a proposal to tax all land 


wn urban district on its capital value. 
He did not wish to argue the absurdity 
of such propo al as t a t Oo ) 
oint out some of the disastro | 
{ Oo n results that m ont Oo 1 
t. Lord Balfour, who was supposed to 
favour this sort of thing, said that to 
ut this tax upon land ripening for 
yuilding would be both anomalous and 
pressive. The Houe forgot that 


‘urban district? was a purely technical 


term and that it was in the power of the 








n 
th 


m 
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Local Government Board to make every 
district urban whether in fact it was 
urban or not; that there were hundreds 
of thousands of acres of agricultural land 
in urban districts the whole of which was 
liable to pay taxation on its capital 
value. How would it fall on the farmers, 


he spoke as a farmer himself, he had 


a farm in one of the urban districts of | 


which the rent was £1 an acre and the 
rates alter making all deductions 3s. 
That land was estimated to be worth 
£500 an acre capital value. Under 
this Billit would be rated at an imaginary 
income of £9 an acre, with the result 
that the rates alone would be 27s. 


‘e, so that the landlord himself would 


an 
acl 
not only lose all the rent he got out of 
the land but the farmer would pay 4s. 
more per acre for the privilege of farm- 
in that 
vere other trades besides farming which 
the 


urban districts, market gardeners, and 


ing the land district. There 


required large amounts of land in 


nurserymen, coal, ani timber merchants 
and occupiers of large factories, all men 
who gave employment to the most labour 
in these urban districts would have their 
Then let them 


viso at the lungs of our great cities. 


ssments increased. 


Let them imagine this Bill 
London and let 


rated at its capit il value as a 


applied to 


them imagine Olvinpia 


Crvstal Palace. If that were done the 
ee |e | } ] ~shl +} } } 
r would absolutely kill the undertak- 
ns withina year. How, might he ask 
ras the ‘‘ Oval” to be kept going as 
a county cricket ground if it was to be 
ré.:t on the capital value of the site. 
[here was another consideration; hon. 
‘ : } ] 
Members representing boroughs knew 
to their cost that there were many 


borough ricket clubs who 


were able to obtain ground at a small 


ent, but if the provisions in this Bill 
5 ‘ 
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| were to be applied to these small cricket 
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grounds he failed to see how the clubs 
could go on, unless the Members of this 
House increased their subscriptions very 
largely. The only thing which would 
be left would be the parks, which, being 
Crown property, were not rateable, and 
churchyards, which were freed from rates 


under another law. 


Then as to -the question of vacant 
houses, the result of rating them would 
be to make people less willing to build 
houses, Let them take the cise of a 


man who had built or bought a house. 


If he could not get a tenant at once 
he was to be compelled to pay rates 
on a property out of which he got 


nothing and in respect of which he 


might be at a loss with regard to 
repairs which he hadto make. He denied 
that the spending of the rates improved 


the value of land. It actually did it 


harm, for not long since a man had 


refused to take a farm on his own 


property because the rates would make 


it too expensive. What improved the 
value of land was the construction of 


railways an! works of that kind, and if 


landowners were to be taxed on the capital 


value of the land they ought to be taxed 
} Py! shusr * eek i if 2 
forth: bon £ the railway which had in- 
f | Sn cakitan 
ved ralue of the land and not fox 
ne bsnento yryOration whica | done 
thin [his was supvosed to} ide a 
) 1Vi1leno sou yt 430. TANADLON UT 
] + 
comp ) irveyo Lai pointed out that 
b aration of this A youd dest’o 
the value of all the land in th rban 
° 7 
listri ind if they destroyed the value 
} ] } } 1A > yronertv 
yi tHe Lwuid Lav VD yme OF ih property 
be } ] wr . 1 ’ T 
On Which they were to ievy fates. it 


was practically killing the goose that laid 


the golden eggs. It was said that 
land for a 


people 


rise. Was that 


held +r 
held coher 
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The London County Council, 
they all knew, did that, and there were 


many hon. Gentlemen in the House who 


criminal ? 


held securities for a rise, and if the man 
who held his land fora rise was cheating 
the rate collector, hon. Gentlemen who 
held other securities for a rise were 
cheating his right hon. friend the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. He did not see 
low any difference was to be made in that 
respect between realty and personalty. 


They had heard in this Bill something 
about a State-created monopoly. Any- 
body who had a picturehad aState-created 
monopoly of that picture. Did anybody 
suggest that the authorities were to tax 
It was said that 
Well, if 


the community wanted land for any law- 


pictures in consequence. 
the community wanted land. 


ful and legitimate purpose it could always 
obtain it by means of a Provisional Order. 
The real truth of this matter was that 
certain individuals coveted the plots of 
their neighbours. He was sorry to see 
that the Bill had been supported on the 
ground that it would force land into the 
market and would take from the present 
owners a large part of their profits. If 
that was the object of the Bill there were 
not words in the Parliamentary vocabu- 
lary strong enough to enable him to ex- 
press his opinion of it. He knew a good 
deal of pressure had been put on hon. 
Members to induce them to vote for the 
Bill. That pressure came from a con- 
ference of what were called the spending 

ithorities. Surely the opinions of Royal 
Commissions and Committees of the 
ifouse were more to be respected, and 
there was no Report of any Commission or 
Committee in favour of the Bill. Should 
it then be passed because this conference, 
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which had taken no evidence, supported 
it? Let that conference call expert evi- 
dence on both sides and he was certain that 
they would arrive at the conclusion that 
the Bill was unworkable and unjust. 


Sir HENRY KIMBER (Wandsworth), 
who spoke amid great interruption, was 
understood to say: The hon. Member 
who had introduced this measure had 
carefully abstained from telling the 
House the principles upon which this 
Bill was founded, or of giving any 
reason why those principles should hold 
good. He himself failed to understand 
anything beyond the fact that, in the 
minds of the promoters, the Bill was a 
step in the right direction. How much 
further the hon. Gentleman who 
Second 
to gohe did not say. 


moved the Reading proposed 

Of course, all 
local authorities who spent the rate- 
payers’ money would be glad to hive a 
larger amount of rates to spend than 
before, and were glad to get from one 
class a tax twice over, especially when 
that class was supposed to be composed 
of rich men whom they pillaged with 
perfect immunity as they did not come 
The Bill, in his 


opinion, was an interference with the 


on their councils. 


principle of freedom of contract which 


was one of the greatest principles 


which the commerce and_ industry 
of the 


[At this point the remarks of the hon. 


world ought to preserve. 


Member pecame naudible owing to the 
loud and insistent cries of “ divide’’ from 


ID 


the Narionautst Benches. } 
Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 202; Noes, 


112. (Division List No. 141 


AYES. 


> 


\braham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
\llen, Charles P. 


Ambrose, 


Mr. Grant Lawson. 


tobert 


i 
| Ashton, Thomas Gair 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L 
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Austin, Sir John Gilhooly, James O’ Doherty, William 

Barlow, \ John Emmott Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn | O’ Donnell, John (M iyo, 5.) 
Barry. E. (Cork, 8.) Goddard, Daniel Ford O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
Bell, Richard Grant, Corrie O’ Dowd, John 

Benn, John Williams Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Bignold, Sir Arthur Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. ©’ iKelly, James (Roscommon,N. 
slack, Alexander William Hammond, John O’ Malley, William 

Slake. Edward Harcourt, Lewis 0 Sh tughnessy, P. J. 

soland, John Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 








1gton, Oswald 
solton, Thomas Dolling Harmsworth, R. Leicester) Paulton, James Mello: 
right, Aan Heywood Harwood, George Pemberton, John S. & 


srown, George M.(Edinburgh) Hay, Hon. Claude George Perks, Robert Willian 


















Burke, FE. ta viland- Havden, John Pat Pirie, Dunean V. 

B John Hayte r, Rt.Hon. wb. Power, Patrick Joseph 
B Thomas Healy, Timothy Price, Robert John 

B Svdney Charles Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. Pric Arthur 
Caldwell. James Higham, John poy Randles, John 8. 

( bell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, FE.) Peckitt, Harold Jam 
( ]-Bannerman, Sir H. Holland, Sir willie Henry r 

( n, Richard Knight Hope, J. F. (Shettield, Brightside s 
( l Henrv Strother Horniman, Fred k John 

Ch erlayne, I’. (S’thampton) Isaacs, Rutus Daniel 

( ne, Francis Allston Jacoby, James Alfred 


Ch un, John Frederick Johnson, 
( . John J sseph Jones. D 









“TT homas (Hawick B.) 
She ws th Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 
hinman, Dr. 





( Sinclair, John (1 ») 
( Slack, John Bemiord 

Cr es: n, Thomas Henry 

( Done gal, W) Smut! Samuel (Flint 

( (Cornwall Soames, Arthur Wellesley 






Sir Edward 


\ccrington Donal 








D xtet] 
1) I Icliffe 
D | Cun, E. 
D J. I fred hy: 
) Swilt Thon apes m, Dr. E.C( Monagh'n,N 
) dt » F. W. (York, W.R. 
Liverpool)  ‘t ison, James 
) ‘ornwaill) ‘Toulmin, George 
uke, Sir John Batt 





Pul 

Waldron, Laurence 
i Wallace, Robert 
(Sligo, North) Walton, Joseph (Barnsley 
ur Basil Warner, Thomas Courter 
Fermanagh,N.) Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
é. Wason, John Catheart (Orkney 
White, L uke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 























| s t ye yn, John Fletcher Whitley, a. (Halit 

| jame ghan, George Wiliams, Osmond (Merioneth 
| k, Charles Murphy, John Wilson, J John (Durham. Mid. 
I 1, R. C. Munro (Leith) | Nannetti, Joseph P. Wilson, J. W. (Wor estersh. N 
Feren Pater Newnes. Sir George Woodhouse, SirJ. T.( Huddersf’ 
Field, Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) Wyndham-Quin, ve W.. H. 
Findlay + (Lanark,NE | Norton, Capt. Cecil William Yoxall, James He 

Vit ! Lord Edmond O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

| Michael Joseph QO Brien, Patrick eeeenny) TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr 
j Tames Christopher O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. Trevelyan and Mr. Harmoo 
J Sir Walter (Derby Co.) O'Conner, John (Kildare, N) Banner. 

Fr -Thomas, Captain F. . O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


NOES, 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’ 
Bagot, Capt. Joceline Fitzroy | Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leed 
Baird, John George Alexander , Banbury, Sir Frederick Georg 


id-Hood.( ‘apt.SirAlex. Kk 
w, Sir Andrew Noel 


is 
| 
| 
my fon. George | 
», Mon. George 
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Barry, Sir Francis 'T. (Windsor 
Beach, Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 


Bigwood, James 


Adjournment 
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Goulding, Edward 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 


of the House. 


| Robertson, Herbert (Ha 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
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Alfred 


‘kn Vy) 


Bill, Charles Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. Sackville, Col. S. G. Stepford 

Blundell, Colonel Henry Hamilton, Marq.of (L’ind’nderry | Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Boscawen, Arthur Griftith- Haslett, Sir James Horner Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Boulnoi Edmund Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. | Sharpe, William Edward ed 
Brodri Rt. Hon. St. John Hoare, Sir Samuel Shaw-Stewart. Sir H. (Rentrew) 





Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts. W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J. A. (Glasgow 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil. Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig.CharlesCurtis( Antrim,S. 
Cross,Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 


Davenport, William Bromley 


Howard, J 
Hozier, Hon.J 
Hunt, 
Jettreys, 
Kimber, 
Knowles, Sir 


Sir 


Leeve, Col. 


ey 









Long, 
Lonsdale, 
Lowther, C. {¢ 
Loyd, A 
Lucas, Re 





Dimsdale. RtHin.SirJoseph CS: Maijendie, James A. H. Valentia, Vis« 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Martin, Richard Biddulph Welby, Lt.-C 
Dyke, Rt.Hon.SirWilliamBart Maxwell. RtHnSirH.E.(Wigt’n) | Welby,SirCh: 


Mildmay, Fi 
Mory th. 
Morton, 
Murray, 
Murray, Col. 
Nicholson, 
Plummer. 
Purvis, Re 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 

RK; U, Sir T. George 

B » Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sir J.(Mane’r 
Fink iv. Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ ghs) 
Fitz 

ri 





ellowe 


serald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Hon. Edward Algernon 
Ernest 

William 


tzrov, Sir 
Flower, 


Forster, 


Sir 
Henry 
Gartit. William 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 


Reid, Ja 


Renshaw. Sir 


mes 


\r 
H 
M 


ain Question put, and agreed _to. 
F The Bill was then read a second time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be 
Standing Committee on Law, et 


committed to the 
(Mr. 
Trevelyan. 

And, 
the clock, and objection being taken to 
further proceeding, the debate stood 
adjourned, 

Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 


(Sir A Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down. 8.) said he 
would like to ask the Patronage Secretary 
whether he could make any statement 
with regard to the Junior Lord of the 


He himself was living in the 


Treasury. 
fear from day to day that owing to the, 


(Midd., 
amesHenryCecil 
Rowland 


Rt. Hon. 


Lawrence,Sirdoseph( Monny’ th) 
Lawson,John Grant( Yorks.N.R 
Hon. 
Col. Charles 


John Brownlee 


rchie Kirkman 
vinaldJ.( 


ancis Bin 


Arthu 
Charles J. 


William G 


ybert 
Rankin, Sir Ja 


being after half-past Five of 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Rt.Hn.J.Parker{ Lanarks 


Cottenham) 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (St: 
ArthurFred. | Stanley, Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Henry Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord(Lancs. 
Lees Stewart, Sir Mark J. M"d rt 





Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, Jolin 

Talbot. Lord E. (Chiches 
Talbot, Rt.Ho.J. G.(Ox’d | 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 


\ 


Heneage 
W.(kvesham 





umb., Eskdale) Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry Jame- 
Portsmouth) | Turnour, Viscouat 





cham Whitmore, ¢ 


Viscount Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.! 
Po. Avimer Wilson, John (Glasgoy 
(Coventry) Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.(Y 
so? dagp m (Bath) | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


‘aham Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wa iter R. 
TELLERS FOR THR Nogs — 
} Mr. Remnant and Mir 
trreenock Bond. 
harles Bine 


Government Whips’ office being under- 
might be 


manned the Government the 
Victims of a snap division, and that as 
most of the Irish 


town that day they 


4 % ° ] v1 
Members were leaving 


would not be able to 
The hon. r for 


teke part in it. Memb 


Oldham or Halifax might—-— 


Mr. SPEAKER and 


he ought, 


here interrupted, 
said according to Standing 
Orders, to say the House stood adjourned, 
but because it allowed an opportunity for 
@ serious inquiry it had been usual to put 
the Question from the Chair, but as the 
hon. Member was using it for a different 
purpose he declared the House adjourned 


and left the Chair. 


Whereupon, Mr. SPEAKER, in pursi- 
ance of Standing Order No, 3, adjourned 
the House without Question put. 

Adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Six o’clock till Monday 
next, 





revision by the Member. 


indicates 


Nye ech 


a 
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Private 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, lith A;-ril, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


Mr. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 


The House being met, the Clerk at the 
. Table informed the House of the unavoid- 
able absence of Mr. SpEAKER, owing to 


indisposition, 


Member. 


Whereupon Mr. JAMES WiLLIAm Low- 
ie, the Chairman of Ways and Means, 
proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, 
took the Chair as Deputy - Speaker, 
pursuant to the Standing Order. 


revision by the 


indicates 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


h 


pu er 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY  IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Depury-Speaker laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bilis, That, in 
the case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
ure applicable thereto, have been complied 
> with, viz.:—Barrv Railway Bill [Lords]; 
~ Clacton Improvement Bill [Lords]; Com- 
mercial Union Assurance Bill [Lords]; 
~ Mortgage Insurance Corporation Bill 
> [Lords]; Preston Corporation (Ribble 
= Navigation) Bill{Lords}; Rhymney Rail- 


a 


neent of 


vie 


roman 


= 
~ 
= 
= 


terisk 


“way Bill [Lords]; Truro Water Bill 
[Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 
PROVISLONAL ORDER BILLS [LORDS] 


(NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. Deeuty-Seeaker laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 


YOL. CXLV. [Fourra Sertes.] 
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Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz. :—Municipal Corporations 
(Mecthvr Trdfil Schem> Confirmation) 
Bill {Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


time to-morrow. 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bull. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill 
{Lords}; Entre Rios Railways Bill 
[Lords]. [Not amended], considered ; to 


be read the third time. 

Clyde Navigation Bill [Lords]; Hast- 
ings Harbour Bill [Lords]; Hessle Gas 
Bill [Lords]; Marvlebone Chapels Bill 
[Lords]; Metropolitan Railwav — Bill 
{Lords}]. Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords], To be 
read a second time To-morrow. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords;, Read 
a second time, and committed. 


Mullingar, Kells, and Drogheda Rail- 
way Bill (by Order). Second Reading 
deferred till Thursday, 18th May. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bili. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Birkenhead, Bradford 
(Yorkshire), Chester, Derby, Leek, Ossett, 
and Plymouth,” presented by Mr, Grant 
Lawson; supported by Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four. Read the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bull 177.] 


Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh 
Extension Order Confirmation Bill. “To 
confirm a Previsional Order, under The 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 


Act, 1899, relating to Grangemouth 
Woeterworks and Burgh Extension,” 


presented by the Lord-Advocate; read 
the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 3rd May, and to 
be printed. [Bill 178.] 

K 
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PETITIONS. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Buckpool; 
Edinburgh ; Larkhall ; Leith; and Spring- 
burn: to lie upon the Table. 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


Petition from Manchester, in favour: 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRANSVAAL. 


Copy presented, of further correspon- 
dence relating to Labour in the Transvaal 
Mines [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPART. 
MENT). 

Copy presented, of Tenth Abstract of 
Labour Statistics of the United Kingdom, 
1902-4 [bv Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LIGHTHOUSES, ETC. (LOCAL INSPEC- 
TIONS). 

Copies presented, of Reports to the 
Board of Trade by the Trinity House of 
Deptford Strond, the Commissioners of 
Northern Lighthouses, and the Commis- 
sioners of Trish Lights of their inspection 
of Local Lighthouses, Buoys, and Beacons 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 132.] 


BOARD OF EDUCATION, 

Copy presented, of Regulations for 
Secondary Schools (from August Ist, 1905, 
to 31st July, 1906) [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


BRITISH MUSEUM. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordercd 7th March; Mr. John Morley]; 
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to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No, 135, 


IRISH LAND ACT, 1903. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Rules and 
Regulations, dated th April, 1905, 
under the Irish Land Act, 1903 [by Act}; 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Report and Papers 
relating to the Training of Teachers for 
the vear 1903-4 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON CHURCHES 
(SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the Royal 
Commission on Churches (Scotland), Vol. 
I., Report [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON CHURCHES 
(SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the Royal 
Commission on Churches (Scotland), Vol! 
II., Minutes of Evidence and Appendices 
[bv Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


CHARITY COMMISSION (ENGLAND AND 
WALES). 

Copy presented, of fifty-second Report 
of the Charity Commissioners for England 
and Wales [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES 
(REGULATIONS). 

Copy presented, of Regulations made 
with the approval of the Secretary o/ 
State for the Home Department for the 
management and discipline of the 
certified Inebriate Reformatory at 
Cattal, near York [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (APPEALS). 
Xeturn presented, relative thereto 
[Address 10th April; Sir Mancherje- 
Bhownaggree]; to lie upon the Table. 
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Returns, 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 

Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 


3333 to lie 


95 


to 3341 [by Command]; 


upon the Table. 
EGYPT (No. 1, 1905). 

Copy presented, of Reports by His 
Majesty’s Agent and Consul-General on 
the 
Condition of Egvpt and the Soudan in 


Finances, Administration, and 


1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Parish of 
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PARISH TRUSTS (SCOTLAND), (No. 1). 
Return ordered, “ (1) of all and every 

sum or sums of money, or other funds or 

properties, heritable or moveable, which 
have been given, mortified, or bequeathed 
wholly or mainly for the benefit of the 
inhabitants of the Parish, or any of them, 
as such inhabitants, or for any public 
purpose connected with the Parish, and 
which have become vested in or are 
administered by the Parish Council, in 


the following form— 






















{ 
County of 
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And (2) of the Parochial and other | 


Trusts upon which the Parish Council | 
have applied for representation in terms | 


Names of Trusts upon which 
the Parish Council have made 
application for representation in 
terms of Section 30 of The Local 
Government (Scotland) Act, 1894. 


Person or 
Whom apy 


—(Mr. Haldane.) 


was made, 


of Section 30 of The Loca’ Government 


| (Scotland) Act, 1894 :— 





Where application has 
been refused, state 
grounds on which such 
refusal was based. 


Has appli- 
cation been 


9 


granted ? 


body to 
ication 





9 


~ 


k 
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PARISH TRUSTS (SCOTLAND), (No, 2). 
Return ordered, “(1) of all and every 
sum or sums of money, or other funds or 
properties, heritable or moveable, which 
have been given, mortified, or bequeathed 


wholly or mainly for the benefit of the 
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Reports, &e. 2975 
from the operation of Sub-section (1) of 
Section 30 of The Local 
(Scotland) Act, 1894, 
become vested in or are administered by 
the 


session or minister of the Parish, or 


Government 
and which have 
and kirk 


kirk session or heritors 


the 





inhabitants of the Parish, or any of kirk session or deacons’ court or managers 
: Staats 
them, as such inhabitants, or for any or vestry of a congregation belonging to 
public purpose connected with the any religious denomination, in the 
Parish, other than the purposes excepted fol’owing form— 
Parish of County of 
a 


is 1n- 





nvest- 


state in 


sale 
whose custody they are deposited. 


such 
and 







at date. 


the 


which 


- int 
from wh 
title deeds 


Which 





constitution and the last title are 


Rate of interest obtained from said 
State in what register the deed of 
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And (2) of 
transferred by the kirk session or other | 
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t.ustees as aforesaid in terms of Section 


Trusts which have been 
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30 (1) of The Local Government (cot: 


ae Act, 1894— 


I; 
| 
| 





! 
Name of Trust. Date of Transfer | 








—(Mr. Haldane.) 


BURGH TRUST'S (SCOTLAND). 


Return ordered, (1) of all and every sum | inhabit; 


Has Trust been transferred to Parish Council 
or to persons appointed by them. 
In the latter case, give names of such persons. 


| have been given, mortified, or bequeathed 
| wholly or mainly for the benefit of the 
ants of the Burgh, or any of them, 


or sums of mo nev, or other funds or Pro- | as such inhabitants, or for any public 


perties, heritable or moveable, 


which | purpose connected with the Burgh, and 
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wilch have become vested in or are| member or members thereof, in the 
alministered by the town council, or any | following form— 


Town Council of 


County of 





| 
| 
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the same is in- 


which 
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Amount of the same. 


Date of the same. 


vested. 





invest- 
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by 


Authority 
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\nd (2) of Trusts which have been ; (1) of The Local Government (Scotland) 
transferred by the Town Council, or | Act, 1894— 
members thereof, in terms of Section 30 





Name of Trust. Date of Transfer. 


(Mr. Haldane.) 


Has Trust been transferred to Parish Couneil 
or to persons appointed by them. 
In the latter case, give names of such persons. 


BY-LAWS IN RURAL DISTRICTS. parishes, whether there are in force any 


i 


Return ordered, “showing, as regards By-laws with respect to new streets and 


each rural district in England and Wales, buildings, and, if so, the scope of such 
te area, population, and number of By-laws, in the following form— 


2. 3. 4. 
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Area of District in acres, 
Nwmber of parishes in District. 
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—(Mr. Henry Hobhouse.) 
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GAS UNDERTAKINGS (LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 

Return ordered, “ relating to all author- 
ised Gas Undertakings in the United 
Kingdom belonging to Local Authorities, 
for the vear ended the 25th day of 
March, 1905 (in continuation of Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 832, of Session 
1904).”—(Mr. Bonar Law.) 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
(ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND). 
Return ordered, “ showing for the vear 
ended the 5lst day of March, 1905 (1) 
the amount contributed by England, 
Scotland, and Ireland, respectively, to 
the Revenue collected by Imperial 
officers ; (2) the expenditure on English, 
Scotch, and Irish scrvices met out of 
such Revenue ; and (3) the balances of 
Revenue contributed by England, Scct- 
land, and Ireland, respectively, which are 
available for Imperial expenditure (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 225, of Session 1904.)”—(Mr. Lough.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Preferential Treatment by United States 
of Sugar Grown in the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether sugar grown in the Philippine 
Islands enjoys any, and, if so, what 
preferential treatment on entry into the 
United States. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Philip- 
pine sugar imported into the United 
States pays 75 per cent. of the ordinary 
tariff rates of import duty. 


United States Sugar Duties and Bounties. 

Mr. LOUGH: To ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Trade whether cane sugars 
grown in Porto Rico, the Sandwich 
Islands, and Louisiana, and beetroot 
sugar grown in the United States, pay no 
import or Excise duty, and cane sugar 
grown in Cuba only pays 80 per cent. of 
the United States duty; and whether 
bounties are paid to the growers of beet- 
root. sugar by several of the separate 
States in the Union; whether refined 
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sugar exported from the United States 
receives a drawback equivalent to the 
whole duty, although the sugar may 
have paid no duty or a reduced duty ; 
and, if this be so, whether the Govern- 
ment are bound by the Brussels Con- 
vention to prevent the importation of 
such bounty-fed sugar into the United 
Kingdom. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Answer to the first part of the Question 
is in the affirmative; only one State at 
present pays a bounty on beet sugar, 
and only one factory benefits by that 
bounty; the drawback paid on sugar 
exported from the United States is 99 per 
cent. of the import duty paid on the raw 
sugar, from which it is refined. The last 
part of the Question does not therefore 
arise, 


British Pilotage Certificates—Eligibility 
of Foreigners to hold same. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that a pilotage 
certificate was granted by the Board to 
the master of a Dutch vessei after the 
Bristol Pilotage Committee had refused 
to grant him one on the ground of his 
being a foreigner; and will he say 
whether the Bristol Pilotage Committee 
hid power to refuse the grant of a pilot- 
age certificate on the above-mentioned 
ground ; and, if so, for what reason was 
their decision set aside, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) A 
pilotage certificate was recently granted 
after examination by the Board of Trade 
in the circumstances stated in the 
Question. It is entirely within the dis- 
cretion of a pilotage authority to decide 
whether or not they will examine, and, if 
satisfied, grant a pilotage certificate to 
the master or mate of any ship applying 
for a certificate. It is, however, pro- 
vided by Section 600 of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, that, “if it appears 
to the Board of Trade upon complaint 
made to them that a pilotage authority 
have,” without reasonable cause, refused 
to examine a master or mate or to 
grant such a certificate, the Board may, 
if the circumstances of the case appear 
to them to require it, exercise the 
powers of the pilotage authority in this 
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respect. Having regard to the decision 
arrived at by a Select Committee of the 
House of Commons in the year 1888, 
and subsequently discussed in Parlia- 
ment, and approved by Section 1 of The 
Merchant Shipping (Pilotage) Act, 1889, 
which is incorporated in The Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1894, the Board are un- 
able to hold that the fact of an applicant 
being an officer of a foreign ship affords 
reasonable ground for refusal to examine 
hua or to grant him a certificate. 


Government s Fiscal Policy. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he can now 
state whether the Government’s policy is 
to promote or to oppose the preferential 
or protective taxation of food. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Ba'four.) 1 do 
not think that anything would be gained 
by attempting to deal with the fiscal 
controversy by Parliamentary Question 
and Answet. 


Landing of Fish Illegally Trawled in 

oray Firth. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord-Advocate if he will state 
whether, in view of the continued 
evasion of Fishery Board by-laws by 
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British-owned trawlers sailing under a | 


foreign flag, the Secretary for Scotland 
has yet come to a decision with other 
Government Departments in regard to 
the recommendation of the Fishery 
Board that all ports of the United 
Kingdom should be closed against the 
landing of fish caught by trawlers in the 
Moray Firth. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
matter referred to by the hon. Member 
is still under consideration, and I am not 
vet in a position to make a statement as 
to the attitude of the Government. 


Irish Poor Law and Local Government 


fficials. 
Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 


County, Tullamore): To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that Poor 
Law and other local officers previous to 
being sanctioned by the Local Govern- 
ment Board have to sign a query sheet 


promising to conform to certain regula- . 
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tions issued by the Local Government 
Board, and in existence at the time of 
appointment, and that these regulations 
or duties are specified under the headings 
of the different offices; and will he say 
whether any officer who complies with 
the regulations prescribed for his office 
and discharges the duties accordingly, 
can be disturbed in his tenure of office 
by either the local authority under 
whom he serves or by the Local 
Government Board; and, if so, to state 
the Act of Parliament and the section; 
whether there is any rule laid down in the 
Local Government Board office for deter- 
mining the punishments to be meted out 
to the Poor Law and other local officers 
for transgression of or dereliction in the 
discharge of duty; and whether there 
have ever been any instances in which 
Poor Law officers have been dismissed 
by the Local Government Board without 
their boards of guardians ever having 
been apprised of bad marks being made 
against them in the Local Government 
Board offices; and, if so, will he state 
the cases and the causes which led to 
such action. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) Poor 
Law oflicers are required to sign query 
sheets with the view of eliciting informa- 
tion as to their history and qualifications. 
They do not sign any promise to con- 
form to the statutory regulations of the 
Board, for these they are bound to obey. 
The Local Government Board can, either 
upon or without any suggestion or com- 
plaint from the guardians, remove any 
ordinary paid officer whom they may 
deem unfit for or incompetent to dis- 
charge the duties of his office, or who 
shall refuse to obey or carry out the 
orders of the Board (1 and 2 Vie., ¢. 58, 
s. 33). They can also remove dispensary 
doctors on sufficient grounds (14 and 15 
Vic., c. 68, s. 8). Under Section 86 of 
the Local Government Act of 1898 any 
officer who wilfully fails ox* refuses to 
perform any duty or do anything re- 
quired of him by the Act or the Orders 
of the Local Government Board is liable 
to a fine not exceeding 40s., or 40s. per 
day if the offence is a continuing one. 
There is no such rule as is mentioned, 
each case being dealt with on its merits. 
Records of officers’ misconduct are kept, 
but not by means of bad marks. It is 
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not the practice of the Board to dismiss 
an officer without first communicating 
with the guardians on the subject of the 
officer’s default. 


Irish Education—Rule 127 (b)--Commis- 
sioners present when Rule was passed. 
Mr. P. A. McHUGH (Leitrim, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland on 
what date did the National Education 
Board for Ireland finally approve of, 
and adopt, Rule 127 (b); who were the 
Commissioners present at the meeting at 


which the rule was adopted ;_ were there | 


any vacancies on the Board at the time 
the rule was adopted; and, if so, can he 
sav whether these vacancies have since 
been filled up; and can he give the 
names of the newly-appointed Commis- 


sioners, 
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on the 20th December, 1904. The follow- 
ing Commissioners were present— 
Sir Henry Bellingham, Bart., D.L. 
Right Hon. Christopher Palles, Lord 
Chief Baron. 
Sir Rowland 
LL.D., D.L. 
His Honour Judge Shaw. 
Rev. Hamilton B. Wilson, D.D. 
William R. J. Molloy, Esq., J.P. 
Right Rey. Mervyn Archdall, D.D., 
Bishop cf Killaloe. 
| Anthony Traill, Esq., LL.D., M.D., 
| D.L., Provost of Trinity College. 
Right Hon. Lord Frederick FitzGerald. 
His Honcur Judge Carton. 
Rey. D. A. Taylor, M.A., D.D. 
tight Hon. Lord Killanin. 


W. J. M. Starkie, Esy., M.A, Litt.D., 


Blennerhassett, Bart., 





| 


(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) The | Resident Commissioner, 


regulation now embodied in Rule 127 (b) | 


Was passed unanimously at a meeting of | 


Four Commissioners were absent and 


the Board on the 25th October, 1904, at | there were three vacancies on the Board 


which the following Commissioners were | 
present— | 

Sir Henry Bellingham, Bart., D.L. 

Right Hon, Christopher Palles, Lord 
Chief Baron, 

Rev. Henry Evans, D.D. 

Sir Rowland Blennerhassett, Bart., D.L. 

His Honour Judge Shaw. 

Rev. Hamilton B. Wilson, D.D. 

Stanley Harrington, Esq., J.P. 

William R. J. Molloy, Esq., J.P. 

Right Rey. Mervyn Archdall, D.D., 
Bishop of Killaloe. 

Right Hon. Mr. Justice Gibson. 

Anthony Trail, Esq., LL.D., M.D., 
D.L., Provost cf Trinity College. 

tight Hon. Lord Frederick FitzGerald. 

Rey. D.%. Taylor, M.A., D.D. 

W. J. M. Starkie, Esq., M.A., Litt.D., 
Resident Commissioner. 


There were three Commissioners absent 
and there were three vacancies on the 
Board. 


The new Code, including Rule 127 (b), 
was approved at a meeting of the Board 


The following are the names of the 
newly-appolnted Commissioners— 

The Most 
Bishop of Kildare and Leighlin. 


Rev. Patrick Foley, D.D., 


| 
| Edward John Gwynn, 
| F.T.C.D. 

| 

| Gerald Dease, Esq., D.L. 
| 


Facilities at Park Drain Station (Great 
Northern and Great Eastern Joint 
Railway). 


Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORKE 


| (Lincolnshire, Gainsborough): To ask the 


Secretary to the Board of Trade if he will 
bring his influence to bear upon the 
directors cf the North Eastern and Grea! 
Northern Railways with a view to their 
giving a station master and facilities 
sufficient for the requirements cf the 
district at the station of Park Drain on 
| their joint line between Doncaster and 
| Lincoln. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board of Trade have communicated with 
the Great Northern and Great Easter! 
Joint Committee on whose line Park 
Drain Station is situated, and the Com- 
mittee have informed tne Roard that a 
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very small amount of traffic is dealt 
with at this station, and that it is not 
considered that any increase in the 
expense of working the station would be 
justified. It is added that the station is 
managed by a responsible foreman who 
is under the control of the neighbouring 
station master at Haxey. 


Bristol Art Union—Picture Lottery. 


Mr, CH. ARL ES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
K.): To ask the Secretary of the Board 
of Ht whether, having regard to the 

for legalising art unions, the Board 
ot Trade has sanctioned the combination 
tf the schemes for the furtherance of 
fine arts and for the benefit of the in- 


firs ry in Bristol; whether he is aware 
that the scheme includes the redemption 
of the prize pic tures at their money value 
1y the principal promoter of the scheme, 
and that an office has been opened in 
the sale of tickets for this 
scheme without the passing of a special 
Act of Parliament; and, if haviug 


rstol for 


so, 


regard to 4 Geo. 4, c. 60, s. 41, what 
act on does he propose taking in the 
m ' 

(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 


Board of Trade have sanctioned certain 
in the rules of the Bristol] Art 
10 ené dec the drawing this year to 
in connection with the Roval 
ciateak These alterations 
do not cover the proposal which has 
tuade by a gentleman who is not, 
soard understand, a member of the 
nion Committee for the redemption 
of ths prize pictures, The Board have 
pointed out to the Committee, who are 
responsible for the drawings, that they 
sanctioned the proposal in 
now learn that it has 


aitere tions 


nirmary ( 


4 8) 
ine 5 
9) 


lave not 
‘ion, and they 


been Withdrawn. 


ques 


Medical Officer of Health for Ross and 
Cromarty and Inverness-shire. 

Me. WEIR: To ask the Lord-Advo- 
(ate, in view of the extent of the area of 
the mainland of the combined counties of 
Koss and Cromarty and Inverness-shire, 
will he state whether the proposal to 
appoint one medical efficer of health for 
the mainland of these counties has 
received the sanction of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Scotland. 
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(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Local Government Board do not favour 
the proposal, and have not therefore 
sanctioned the scheme. 


Questions. 


Scottish Church Dispute. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): To 
ask the Lord - Advocate how many 
churches heretofore in the occupation of 
the Unite] Free Church have been 
claimed and taken possession of by the 
legal Free Church; and how many 
notices of ejectment from their manses 
have been served on ministers of the 
United Free Church since the judgment 
given by the House of Lords, specifying 
the numbers of churches and manses 
separately for each county. 


(Answered by Mr, Scott Dickson.) The 
Lord-Advocate must reierthe hon. Mem- 
ber to the law agents of the two Church:s 
concerned for the information he desires. 


Coaling and Revictualling Facilities 
Afforded to Russian and Spanish 
Fleets when Passing through Suez 
Canal. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if he will 
state on what grounds the facilities jor 
coaling and revictualling afforded to the 
Russian fleet during its recent passage 
through the Suez Canal were withheld 
from the Spanish fleet under similar cir- 
cumstances in 1898 


(Answered by Earl Perey.) The circum- 
stances of the two cases were entirely 
diiferent. In the recent of the 
Russian Squadron, coal allowed 
bec.use the vessels were entitled, under 
Rule 3 of the Canal Regulations now in 
force, to an amount sufficient to take 
them to the nearest port’ where they 
could obtain the supplies necessary ior 
the continuation of their voyage, and the 
amount which they had on board was not 
sufficient. In 1898 Admiral Camara 
might have claimed, under the general 
principles of international law, coal 
sufficient to enable him to reach the 
nearest Spanish port, or some nearer 
neutral destination, but for the fact that 
the Spanish warships had already enough 
for that purpose, and further supplies 
were therefore refused on that ground. 


Case 


was 
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European Officers Employed with 
Macedonian Gendarmerie. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): To 
atk the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he will state the num- 
bers and ranks of the European officers 
employed with the gendarmerie in the 
Macedonian provinces of Turkey, showing 
the places at which their headquarters 
are situated, and their nationality. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) In addition 
to General de Giorgis, the Italian General 
Officer appointed to supervise the re- 
organisation of the Macedonian gendar- 
merie, and the sx Adjoints (nominated 
by Great Britain, Italy, Russia, Austria, 
France, and Germany respectively), none 
cf whom are below the rank of colonel, 
there are forty-eight European cfficers 
employed with the Macedonian gendar- 
merie, This number is made up as 
follows: Great Britain, six; 
ten; Russia, eleven; Austria, eleven; 
Italy, ten. The six British officers, 
comprising two majors, one captain, 
and three lieutenants, who hold rank 
in the Turkish service of one lieutenant- 
colonel, two majors, and three captains, 
are employed in the Drama Sandjak, 
with their headquarters at Drama, 
Cavalla, and Dévlen. The ten French 
officers are employed in the Serres 
district, with their headquarters at 
Serres. The eleven Russian officers in 
the Salonica district have their head- 
quarters at Salonica. The eleven Aus- 
trian officers in Uscub have their head 
quarters at Uscub, and the ten Italian 
cfiicers in the Monastir Sandjak have 
their headquarters at Monastir, Ochrida, 
and Perlépé. The ranks of the foreign 
officers are not known, 


Dundrum Asylum —Dismissai of 
Shoemaker Keogh. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether one of the charges 
which led up to the dismissal of the iate 
shoemaker, Keogh, from the Dundrum 
Criminal Lunatic Asylum was that a 
sufficiency of work was not performed by 
him; whether he could give a Return of 
this man’s work for the three years 
previous to his dismissal; and also the 
number of shoemakers who have been 


appointed to the vacancy since Keogh’s 
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| discharge, together with their length of 


service. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
reply to the first inquiry is in the nega- 
tive. There would, therefore, be no object 
in giving the Return asked for. Three 
shoemakers have been appointed since 
Keogh’s discharge; of these, two failed 
to take up duty, and the third, who was 
appointed on Ist October, 1903, still 
holds the post. 


Dublin Postal District—Pay and Office 
Expenditure of Sub-Postmasters. 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 
master-General the number of town sub- 
offices in the Dublin postal district ; the 
gross amount paid last year to the sub- 
postmasters in charge of these offices ; 
the gross amount paid last year by said 
sub-postmasters cut of their salaries to 
the postal and telegraph clerks engaged 
in duty at these offices ; the gross amount 
paid last vear by said sub-postmasters 
for office rent, stationery, twine, and 
other requisites absolutely necessary for 
the transaction of the duties of the offices 
under their control; and the average 
salary of sub-postmasters in the Dublin 
district aiter cost of assistants, rent of 
offices, and other necessary expenses 
have been deducted. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) There are 
sixty-eight town sub-offices in Dublin 
where the sub-postmasters out of their 
salaries and commissions provide the staff, 
accommodation, stationery,etc., necessary 
for the transacticn of post office business. 
The gross amount paid last vear to these 
sub-postmasters was £5,734, bat I am 
unable to say how much of that w-s dis- 
bursed in staff, rent, and other expenses. 
As the hon. Member is no doubt aware, 
these sub-postmasters also carrry on a 
private business, in which the post office 
assistants in many cases take part. 


Postal Facilities in the Templetown 
Division. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wextord, 8.) : To ask 
the Pcstmaster-General whether he has 
received a petition from the inhabitants 
of the electoral division of Templetown 
asking for a post office; and, as there 
are 1,000 inhabitants in that division and 


an area of 5,220 scres, will he inquire 
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into the matter with a view to giving 
better postal facilities to the people of 
‘Templetown. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) An 
application was received last year from 
the residents of Templetown for a post 
office at that place, but it was found that, 
owing to the high cost of the existing 
service, the accommodation could not be 
afforded unless the residents were them- 
selves prepared to bear the expense 
incurred. | will ascertain whether the 
circumstances are now more favourable, 
and will acquaint the hon. Member with 
the result of the inquiry. 


Postal Facilities in Rosslare and Kilrane. 

Mr. FFRENCH: To ask the Post- 
master-General whether he is aware that 
the want of postal facilities in Rosslare 
and Kilrane is causing dissatisfaction 
owing to the fact that letters are delayed 
in Wexford for twenty hours; and will 
he inquire why they are not despatched 
to Rosslare by train in winter as_ well as 
summer. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) T received 
an application a short time ago for a 
second post to Rosslare and Kilrane 
during the winter months, As, however, it 
appeared that the cost of the existing ser- 
vice was very high in comparison with the 
revenue from the correspondence, I was 
not justified in providing additional 
accommodation at the cost of the Post 
Office, but I offered to arrange for the 
desired service if the residents wre pre- 
pared to bear the cost. I regret that I 
am unable to meet the hon. Member’s 
wishes except on those conditions, 


Maximum Salary of London Telegraphists. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he is aware that for a number of years 
the Civil Service Commissioners issued 
notices offering to candidates for the 
position of telegraphists in London a 
prospect of a salary of £190 per annum, 
and that at the present time in London 
no telegraphist who received the papers 
holding out this attraction is in receipt 
of the salary of £190 per annum; and 
whether he will state what prospect 
exists for the bulk of the men realising 
this salary, in view of his decision to 
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place a barrier between the £160 and 
£190 scales of pay 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 
aware of the facts of the case to which 
the hon. Member refers. The telegra- 
phists in the Central Telegraph Office 
have quite as good a prospect of attain- 
ing a salary of £190 a vear as during the 
period when the notices were issued, As 
the hon. Member is no doubt aware, the 
scale of pay of the class of overseers and 
senior telegraphists has recently been 
raised, aud I am considering the question 
of increasing the number of that class. 
With these improvements the prospects 
of the telegraphists will be much better 
than they were during the period referred 
to. 


Delivery of Letters at Langley Mill. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Iikeston) : To ask the Postmaster-Ge ieral 
whether he is aware that many of the 
inhabitants of Langley Mill wish to have 
their letters delivered at the back doors 
of their houses, as has been the custom 
for many years; whether recently the 
custom was broken, but that, after an 
inquiry was made into the matter, the 
letters were ordered to be delivered at 
the back doors when so desired; and 
whether, seeing that recently the letters 
have again been tendered at the f.ont 
doors, and in some cases, when refused 
there, taken away by the postman, he 
will order the letters to be delivered in 


the manner most convenient to the 
public in this locality. 
(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I have 


no information as to the circumstances 
referred to by the hon, Member. The 
matter appears to be one whica should 
be dealt with by the postmaster ot 
Nottingham. 


Promotion of Senior Postman to Position 
of Overseer in East Central Section. 
Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Post- 
m.ster-General whether he is aware that, 
in the East Central section of the London 
pestal service, a senior postman and 
lobby officer? in receipt of 44s. per week, 
has been promoted to the position of 
overseer at a salary of £170 per annum ; 
and that sorters in receipt of £160 per 
annum, who are senior in service to this 
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Officer and who have been performing 
overseers’ duties for various periods 
during the last two or three years to the 
satisfaction of their superior officers, have 
been passed over; and, if so, whether he 
will ccnsider, in the interests of econcmy, 
the advisability of filling all overseers’ 
vacancies in future from the sorters’ class. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) T am 
aware that a senior postman and lobby 
officer with wages of 44s. per week has 
recently been promoted to the position 
of overseer. No questions of passing 
over officers on the sorters’ class, however, 
arose, as the appointment in question 
was one for which senior postmen and 
lobby officers only were el'gible. The 
practice of filling a fixed proportion of 
vacancies on the class of overseers from 
the postmen’s force has obtained for 
many years past, and I am not prepared 
to direct that all overseerships shall in 


future be filled solely from the sorters’ | 


class. 


Case of Telegraphist Booth. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that a telegraphist 
named Booth at the Central Telegraph 
Office, London, applied to be transterred 
to the Sorting Department by reason of 
the fact that he suffered from telegraphic 
cramp in his wrist, and was wnable to 
pertorm manipulative duties; that the 
chief medieal officer stated that Booth 
Was physically competent to periorm the 
duties in the Sorting Department; and 
that Booth is to be dismissed the 
and, if so, whether, in view of 
the fact that he could be employed in 
another department, he will consider the 
matter with a view towards retaining the 
services of this officer. 


SeTVICe ¢ 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The case 
is now under consideration, and I hope 
soon to be able to give a decision. 


Naval Training for Cadets at Bermuda. 
Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admualty if he will state whether it is 
under consideration to use Bermuda as 
a place for continuing the studies and 
training on shore of naval cadets; and, 
whether full information will be 


Pc, 
It so, 
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proposal before any final step is taken or 
arrangements made to carry it out. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) There 
is no intention to establish a training 
school for cadets at Bermuda. Owing to 
the approaching occupation of Dartmouth 
College by the cadets from Osborne, it 
has been decided to embark the remain- 
ing “ Britannia” cadets on two training 
cruisers, which will winter at Bermuda. 
One term will be on board for three 
months and one for six months. 


Experiments on Dogs —Case of Mr. F. 0. 
Parsons, of Crouch End. 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): ‘To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the report of a recent case 
in the Clerkenwell County Court in which 
it was stated that a Mr. F. O, Parsons, 
a veterinary surgeon of Crouch End, 
pertormed certain experiments on dovs ; 
and whether, seeing that Mr. Parsins 
does not hold a licence under The Cruelty 
to Animals Act, 1876, it is intended to 
take proceedings against him. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) As vaccination is, [ am in- 
formed, a common method of treating 
dogs as a prophylactic against distemper, 
it is not Clear to me, on the information 
I at present possess, whether what took 
place in this instance constituted an 
“experiment” or not. IT am = making 
inquiries in order to ascertain whethet 
such was the case. 


Irish Estates Commissioners—Interpreta- 
tion of Section 10 of the Land Act, 1903 
Mr. JAMES OK ELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): To ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Estates Commissioners in some instances 
interpret the words ‘an estate mainly 
agricultural,” in Section 10 of the Land 
Act of 1{03, as meaning an estate con- 
sisting of holdings mainly agricultural 
or pastoral; whether, in determining 
whether a large estate containing a small 
town is mainly agricultural and pastoral 
and an estate within the meaning of the 
Act, it is the duty of the Estates Commis- 
sloners to ascertain first to what extent 
the houszholders of such a town are 
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engaged in agricultural pursuits, the 
nature of their house property, and the 
relation of the price of such a town to 
the price of the whole estate; and 
whether the Estates Commissioners have 
had before them the proposal to purchase 
the entire interest of Mrs, Grace Paken- 
ham Mahon in her whole estates in the 
county Roscommon, including the small 
town of Strokestown. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) T am 
not aware that the Estates Commissioners 
put any such interpretation on the 10th 


Section. f must decline to answer the 
se‘ond query as to the proper  inter- 
pretation of the section, which is a 
matter for the determination of the 
Estates Commissioners, instracted by, 


and subject to the review of, Mr. Justice 
Meredith. 
Irish National Board of Education 
nspectors. 

Mr. THOMAS O?DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will give the names of inspectors 
emploved by the National Board in 
Ireland, their salaries, previous ex- 
perience of school work, and number of 
years each taught in a national school. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
names and University degrees of the 


inspectors are set out in Thom’s 
Otlicial Directory, and the scale of 
salaries will be found in the Estimates. 


These gentlemen are appointed as the 
result of competitive examination 
conducted by the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners. Experience in national or other 
schools is not a necessary qualification 
for the appointment, and I am not 
prepared to make inquiries in this 
respect, 


Sale of Estates in County Kerry under 
the Irish Land Act. 1903. 

Mr. THOMAS OPDONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Loid- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state the name and number of estates 
sold in the county of Kerry since the 
passing of The Land Act, 1905, the 
total rental of each estate, and 
number of tenants on each estate. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
number of estates sold is thirty-eight, 
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comprising 1,672 holdings, 1,655 of 
which were tenanted with a gross 
rental of £24,010. It is not feasible to 


set out the detiils asked for with regard 
to each separate estate. 


Loughrea, Kilchreest. and Athenry Police 
Force. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he the 
number of policemen at present stationed 
in Loughrea, Kilehreest, and Athenry: 
and how many extra policemen have 
been drafted into these districts within 
the course of the past month. 


To a-k 


Ss) 


ent $ 
Wili State 


(Answer dby Mr. Walter Lon F) The 
number of police at present stationed in 
Loughrea ts twenty-four; in Kilchreest, 
fourteen; and in Athenry, thirty-two. 
The number of extra police drafte] into 
these stations within the past month are : 
Loughrea, six ; Kilchreest, nlite ; and 
Athenry, sixteen. 


Irish Manual Instructors and Science 
Teachers. 

Sir JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, on the introduction of the 
new system of manual instruction and 
science teaching in the national schools 
of Ireland, it was found necessery to 
secure the services of skilled and trained 
teachers to act as organisers of the new 
system, and to obtain the services of a 
number of the best teachers from large 
national schools in Ireland; and that 
these teachers are being dismissed from 
their new posts, and practically from the 
service of the State; and, if so, will he 
reconsider the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) These 
organisers were employed for a definite 
term which expired on the 51st March. 
rovid- 


ers in 


The Commissioners, however, are 
ing them with situations as tea 
mode! schools and other national schools 
upon the most favourable terms possible. 


p 
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Edgeworthstown Loan Fund Society 
Frauds. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a number of investors in the 
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Edgeworthstown Loan Fund Society 
lost their savings owing to the defalca- 
tion of a clerk; that most of there 
people were induced to put their money 
into this society by the representations 
made to them that this society was und:r 
the supervision of the Loan Fund Board 
of Dublin Castle; and that during the 
period that these defaleations were going 
on the hooks of the society were supposed 
to be audited by the Dublin Castle Loan 
Fund Board’s inspector; and whether, 
seeing that the losses of these people 
were in part due to the ineffective control 
exercised by the central board, clauses 
will be introduced into the new 
Charitable Loan Fund Bill empower- 
ing the Loan Fund Board to make some 
grants towards the relief of the distress 
caused by this collapse. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
loan fund society was under the super- 
vision of the Loan Fund Board, but I 
am informed by the Board that the 
limitations of that supervision did not 
enable the inspector when auditing the 
books to detect the frauds in question, 
which were of such a kind as to lead 
to no discovery or suspicion on the 
part of the local trustees and managers, 
lam not aware that representations were 
made as alleged, but, if it was suggested 
that the Loan Fund Board is a Depart- 
ment of the Irish Government, the 
suggestion was entirely erroneous and 
misleading. The Board is not a Govern- 
ment Department, nor is the Irish 
Executive responsible for it. The Board 
have no funds for the purpose mentioned 
in the jast inquiry, and no such clause as 
suggested, which would be quite in- 
effectual will be introduced in the Bill. 


Lectures on Bee Keeping in Ireland. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether bee-keeping is taught 
by the Department of Agriculture in 
Ireland; and whether, in case lectures 
on this subject are given, there would be 
a possibility of sending a lecturer to 


Longford before the summer season 
comes on, 
(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 


Lecturers on bee-keeping are appointed 
committees under the 


by county 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 296 


Department’s schemes, In most counties 
instruction in bee-keeping is given by 
the county horticultural instructor, 
The Longford Committee have not yet 
adopted a horticultural scheme. 


Agricultural and Veterinary Instruction 
in Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Jreland whether, with a view to 
encouraging sci-ntific training of agri- 
culturists in county Longford and the 
employment of a permanent agricultural 
and veterinary instructor, the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture would increase their 
present contribution to the Agricultural 
County Committee of county Longford. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Department are prepared to increase 
their contribution to county Longford 
by paying the salary of an agricultural 
instructor when a qualified person is 
available for the position. There is no 
suitable person to be had at present; but 
the Department have a number of 
young men in training at the Royal 
College of Science with a view to their 
qualifying for appointments of this 
nature. 


Wearing of Shamrock by Police at 
Lurgan on St. Patrick’s Day. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
ot Treland whether he is aware that on 
St. Patrick’s Day last, at 9 a.m., the 
police force paraded to do duty under 
District Inspectors Stoddart, M‘Mahon, 
and Redington at Lurgan were ordered 
to remove the sprigs of shamrock from 
their helmets lest offence would be given 
to the Orangemen of the town when they 
saw them wearing them; that a young 
constable, who 'n his temporary absence 
from the ranks had not heard the order, 
was ordered to remove the sprig of sham- 
rock from his helmet, and can he say 
whether there is anything in the police 
code requiring this to be done; and 
whether he is aware that the Irish Guards 
at Wellington Barracks were presented 
with bunches of shamrock on the same 


day by Lord Roberts. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) No 
such order was given to the police paraded 
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for duty on this occasion, but one of the 
district inspectors advised a constable 
who was wearing a large bunch of sham- 
rock on his helmet that it would be more 
prudent to remove it until he returned 
irom duty. The remaining constables 
were not wearing shamrock. There is 
no regulation in the Code forbidding the 
police to wear shamrock. 


Purchase of Estates in Kerry by the 
Congested Districts Board. 


Me. THOMAS O’DONNELL: To ask 
th: Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenaut of Ireland whether he will state 
the number of estates purchased by the 
Congested Districts Board in Kerry, the 
prices paid, and the additional sums 
spent in improving houses and land. 


(dnswered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Board have arranged for the purchase of 
six estates for a total purchase-money of 
£54,993. No expenditure on improve- 
ments has yet been made. 


Rae Estate—Maurice Sheehans Farm at 
Farnis. 

Me. THOMAS O?DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Treland whether he is awzre 
that Maurice Sheehan, of Farnis, on the 
Rae Estate, Keil, county Kerry, signed a 
notice in 1900 with the consent of the 
receiver Mr. Huggard; and whether, 
seeing that nothing has been done since 
to have the farm valued and the rent re- 
vised, steps will be taken at once to have 
the farm valued. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners have no record that pro- 
ceedings to have a fair rent fixed in this 
case have been initiated before them in 
or sinc» the year named, 


Irish Geological Survey. 

Mn. NANNETTI: To ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether the Irish Geological Survey, 
hitherto managed from this country, has 
been transferred to the Board of Agri- 
culture in Ireland; and, if so, whether 
that portion of the Ordnance Survey at 
present engaged in the survey in Ireland 
could not also be transferred to the Board 
of Acriculture in Ireland. 
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(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
The Answer to the first of the inquiries is 
in the affirmitive. No change is cou- 
templated in the existing arrangemen s 
for the conduct of the Ordnance Survey, 
which could not be split up in the 
manner proposed without  addition:| 
expense and considerable loss of efficiency. 


Transvaal Constitution—Women’s 
Franchise 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, in the proposed Con- 
stitution to the Transvaal, the rights of 
women to vote or share in the govern- 
ment of the Colony have been in any 
Way recognised, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lytielton.) 
I must ask the hon. Member to wait for 
the publication of the Letters Patent in 
about a week’s time. 


Private J. Woods, 19th Regiment. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of Private James Woods, who 
joined the second battalion 19th Regiment 
in 1863, and served therein for ten years 
and eighty-eight days, five years of which 
were in Burmah, in which he saw active 
service, who then spent nine years in the 
Reserve, and afterwards fifteen years in 
the Militia; and whether, in view of this 
man’s conduct in all these services, and 
of the fact that he has been discharged 
without pension, and of his age and 
circumstances, he will cause some smal! 
pension to be granted to him. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) This man was discharged from 
the second battalion 19th Foot on the 
25rd May, 1868, after ten vears three 
months service, on completion of his 
term of limited engagement. There is 
no record of his having taken part in 
any active operations while serving in 
Burmah, and he was not awarded a war 
medal. His subsequent service in the 
Reserve and in the Militia gives him no 
claim to pension. Several applications 
for pension have been made by the man 
to the Commissioners of Chelse1 Hospital, 
who have informed him, in reply, that 
his services do not render him eligible 
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for any pension. 
circumstances give him no 
special consideration. 


claim to 


Army Reform—Territorial Regiments and 
Militia—Recruits. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): To 
ask the Secretarv of State for War if, 
when the territorial regiments are formed, 
he intends to continue the Militia; and, 
if so, how he proposes to find recruits 
for a long-service Army, a short-service 
Army, and the Militia. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arno'd- 
Forster.) The reply to the first part of 
the Question is in the affirmative. With 
regard to the second part there is no in- 
tention of changing the present system 
of obtaining recruits. The proposals 
made do not involve any addition to the 
number of recruits required, 


Army Reform—Territorial and Long- 
Service Regiments. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War if it is his intention, in 
his new scheme of Army reform, to 
separate the long-service regiments from 
their territorial connections and restore 
their old numbers; and, if not, will he 
explain how he intends to supply both 
the new territorial regiments and the 
long-service Army with recruits. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arno'd- 
Forster.) One of the main objects of the 
new Army scheme is to strengthen the 
territorial connections of the regiments, 
and there is no present intention of re 
storing the o!d numbers. 
system of obtaining recruits will be main- 
tained. 


Alterations and Repairs to Barracks and 
Fortifications. 

Sir LEWIS McIVER (Edinburgh, W.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it has been decided to abolish 
the triennial contract system of executing 
alterations and repairs to barracks and 
fortifications ; and whether instructions 
have been issued in the Southern Com- 
mand to employ labour at once by way 
of experiment, with a view to the War 
Department eventually adopting a system 
of carrying out the repairs by means of 
labour employed directly. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold. 
Forster.) It has not been decided to 
abolish the system of triennial contracts 
for repairs altogether, but it 
intention, in those cases in which the 
work can be done satisfactorily and 
efficiently, to replace the present triennial 
contract system by the employment of 
day labour. It is understood that this 
plan has been adopted by the Admiralty 
with success. Instructions have been 
issued to the various General Officers 
Commanding requesting them to inquire 
and report whether the conditions of the 
various divisions of their commands are 
suitable for the adoption of the new 
method. 


is the 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


New Battleships. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty at what date were the battleships 
and cruisers of the 1904-5 programme 
laid down, and where; what interval of 
time elapsed between the date of the 
announcement of the 1904-5 programme 
to Parliament and the laying dow. of 
the two battleships; in the case of the 
new programme does the Admiralty 
propose to carry out the statement oi 
the then Financial Secretary to the 
Admiralty, 3rd July, 1903, that it was 
their intention to return to the system 
under which the laving down of vessels 
proposed in any vear shall follow closely 
upon Parliamentary sanction being 
received, 


*Tur SECRETARY tro true ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. PreryMman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): Tenders for building the two 
battleships of the 1904-5 programme 
were accepted as follows—‘ Lord Ne!son,” 


Palmer’s Shipbuilding Yard; ‘ Aga- 
memnon,’ Beardmore’s, Glasgow, both 


in November last. Both firms have 
made good progress with the preliminary 
work, but the keels are not yet laid on 
the blocks. Of the three cruisers, the 
“Minotaur” was laid down in Devonport 
Dockyard on the 2nd January, 1905, the 
“Shannon” at Chatham Dockyard on 
the same date, and the “Defence” at 
Dockyard on the 22nd 
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February. The <arlier commencement 
of ships included in the annual programme 
is a policy desirable in itself, but must 
always be subject to modification having 
regard to the circumstances ofthe year. I 
may add that what is technically known as 
“Javing down” is not a governing factor 
in reference to the time of building. An 
immense amount of preparation and 
collection of material has to precede the 
construction of a ship, and the laying of 
the keel may actually take place at anv 
time during this period without affecting 
th: date of completion. 


Training of Volunteer Officers. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Glouceste:- 
shire, Stroud): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether, under his new 
scheme, he intends to give additional 
facilities for the training of Volunteer 
officers. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnotp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): As explained in the Memorandum 
on Estimates, it is proposed to make 
grants of increased allowances to enable 
Volunteer corps to carry out field training. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: Do T under- 
stand that no special arrangement is 
made for the officers ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Not at 
present, but that is part of the training of 
the officers. 


Volunteers and the Infantry Drill Book. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: T beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether, 
in view of the amount matter con- 
tained in the infantry drill book which 
Volunteers can hardly be expected to 
study, he will take into consideration the 
advisibility of issuing a book giving 
plainly the minimum which Volunteers 
ought to learn. 


of 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The prin- 
ciples and instructions contained in the 
new edition of ‘‘ Infantry Training,” 
issued in March, 1905, are as much appli- 
cable to the Volunteers as to the Regul. rs, 
and it is considered essential that the 
Volunteers should study practically the 
Whole of the matter contrined the.ein. 
In carrying out their training Volunteers 
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are not, however, expected to adhere to 
the course laid down for the Regulars, and 
they are directed in paragraph 179 to 
follow the spirit rather than the letter of 
the instructions for this course. It is not 
considered necessary to issue a separate 
manual for the Volunteers, 


Expenditure on Military Works. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, seeing that as the officers 
of the Comptroller-General were unable 
to check the revised figures in respect of 
Head IT., Barracks, and Head III., Rifle 
Ranges, under the Military Works Acts, 
that official called for a statement show- 
ing how such amounts had been arrived 
at, but awaits a reply from the War 
Office, when will the reply of the War 
Office be sent to the Comptroller-General. 


*THue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
rHe WAR OFFICE (Mr. Brombey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): The 
Statement referred to was asked for by 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General on 
2ist January and was furnished to him 
on the 7th February. 


Mr. LAMBERT: But the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General states in his Report 
that he still awaits a reply! 


*Me. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
Report was sent in before the 7th 
Mebruary. 


War Office Purchase of Land in Ireland. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can supply any explanation of a trans- 
action mentioned in the Comptroller- 
General’s Report that for land com- 
pulsorily acquired in Ireland the owner 
claimed £8,000, was awarded £2,040, 
while on behalf of the War Office the 
fair and reasonable value was placed at 


£30. 


*Mr, BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Will 
the hon. Member kindly refer to the 

ply given to a similar Question put by 
ihe hon. Member for South Donegal on 
Monday, April 3d. F 


reply 


f See (4) Debates, exliv., 123. 
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The War Office and the Connelmore 
Brickfields Expenditure. 

Mr. LAMBERT: 1 beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War what was the 
date of the request of the Comptroller- 
General to be made acquainted with the 
steps taken by the Commanding Royal 
Engineer to satisiy himself of the cor- 
rectness of the expenditure charged by 
the manager of the Connelmore brick- 
fields; and when the reply will be sent. 


Questions. 





*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
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Contractors to the Tipperary Barracks 
and the Fair Wages Resolution. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that contractors to 
the Tipperary military barracks do not 
comply with the Fair Wages Resolution ; 
| and if he will have steps taken to secure 
'that future contracts be given only to 
those who will do so. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: All 
contractors holding Government con- 





roquest of the Auditor-General was dated | tracts are bound by the terms of the 
5th October, 1904, and the reply was} Fair Wages Resolution, and if the hon. 
sent on the 20th February, 1905. It} Member will direct my attention to any 
was thought desirable to have the system | alleged infringement of that Resolution, 


inquired into on the spot by a War 
Office representative, and the question of 


|I will cause immediate inquiry to be 
| made, 


the accounting in such cases considered | 


generally before replying to the Auditor- 
General. 


accordingly sent to the General Officer 
Commanding-in-Chief in Ireland on the 
5th April, to which a reply is awaited. 


Longford Garrison--Precautions against | 


Fever. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
called to the refusal of the local 
authorities in Longford to allow any cases 
of fever which may occur amongst the 
troops quartered in Longford to be 
treated in the fever hospital which is 
under the control of the 
guardians; and will he say what steps 


he proposes to take to cope with an out- | 


break of fever amongst the military 
stationed at Longford. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: My 
attention has been drawn to the situa- 
tion at Longford and the whole question 
is receiving carelul consideration. Should 
a case of fever arise arrangements would 


have to be made for its segregation in| 


barracks. I am glad to be able to add 


that very few cases of infectious disease | 


occur at Longford, and none at all have 
occurred since a case of scarlet fever in 
1903. The advisability of retaining | 
troops in localities where ordinary | 
facilities are withheld by the local 


| 


authorities is necessarily engaging the | effect of Section 


attention of the Army Council. | 


The Auditor-General has asked | 
for further particulars and a letter was | 


Poor Law | 


South Africa—Coolie Riot at the 
Jumpers Deep Mine. 

| Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): I beg to ask the Secretary 
| of State for the Colonies if he will state 
what was the cause of the riot on 9th 
April at the Jumpers Deep Mine in the 
Transvaal; how many Chinese coolies 
| were concerned in it; how many were 
arrested; and, if their trial has already 
taken place, what sentences were 
inflicted. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrrenron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I have received 
the following statement as to this om 
break from the officer administering tho 
Government :—‘‘ Cause of outbreak at 
| Jumpers Deep was that leave of absence 
| had been temporarily restricted owing to 

recent contraventions by coolies of 
Section 19 of the Labour Ordinance. 
About 400 coolies broke out of bounds and 
were intercepted by police about two 
miles from compound. Police turned 
'coolies back to compound. Certain 
number got on railway line and threw 
stones without effect. Twenty-nine were 
arrested and are being charged with riot 
and assault, but trial has not vet taken 
place. Coolies were only absent from 
compound forone and hali hours. Whole 


| incident unimportant.” 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say what is the 
19 of the Labour 
Ordinance ? 
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Mr. LYTTELTON: It is the section 
which prohibits the coolies from leaving 
the compound without permission. 


Chinese Consul for the Transvaal. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether a Chinese Consul has 
been appointed in the Transvaal; if so, 
what is his name and where does he 
reside; and, if not, who is looking after 
the interests of the Chinese coolies at 
present. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: A Chinese Consul 
has been appointed. His name is Liu 
Yu-Lin. He will reside at Johannesburg. 
The interests of the Chinese coolies are 
and will continue to be looked after by 
the Superintendent of Foreign Labour 
and his staff as well as by the Chinese 
Consil when he arrives. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: When will 
this gentleman arrive in South Africa ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON : I cannot say. 


Income-Tax on British Investments 

broad. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER: T beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
he can state separately the amount of 
British capital invested abroad in foreign 
countries and in the Colonies ; and what 
amount of interest pai! upon this capital 
is brought under review for purposes of 
the income-tax. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Ausren CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): I cannot add any- 
thing to the information given in Table 
18, page 201, and Table 216, page 215, 
of the Inland Revenue Board’s Annual 
Report, 1904 (Cd, 2228), 


Signatures to Consols Dividend 


Warrants. 
*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 


mouth): I beg to ask Mr, Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he is aware 
that the Bank of England will not 
accept a Consols dividend warrant 
signed by power of attorney, and that, 
consequently, a payee who is_ in- 
capacitated from signing his or her 
name is deprived of all sums accru- 
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ing; and whether he is prepared to 
take steps for the removal of this 
difficulty. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A 
Consol dividend warrant can be dis- 
charged only by the person in whos> 
favouc it is drawn. If he be physically 
incapacitated from signing his name, h» 
can discharge the warrant by mark, 
which must be attested in the usual 
manner, If, however, a stockholder 
has granted a power of attorney to 


some person to receive his dividends 
and give a discharge therefor, and 


lodges the power of attorney with the 
Bank, a dividend warrant is prepared 
in favour of the attorney and can b> 
discharged by him. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS: As Iam 
at present in the position of being able 
to obtain payment of dividends under 
such circumstances I shall be glad if the 
right hon. Gentleman will make furthor 
inquiries, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Per- 
haps the hon, Gentleman will communi- 
cate with me privately, 


Royal Commission on Trade Disputes. 

Mr. PEMBERTON (Sunderland): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether the 
Rep rt of the toval Commission on 
Trade Disputes will be ready by the end 
of the Kaster Recess. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
AkKERs - DoucLas, Kent, St. Augus- 


tine’s): No, Sir; [ have communicated 
with the Secretary to the Royal Com- 
mission, and he cannot give me a 
definite date. 


Rural Postmen’s Grievances. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 
(reneral whether he is aware that rural 
postmen formerly employed on mounted 
rural posts have suffered losses through 
being compelled to dispose of their horses 
and carts, owing to their rounds being 
converted into cycle posts for the con- 
venience of the Department; aud whethec 
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he will take steps to compensate these 
men for their losses. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SrantEy, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
Such cases as those to which the hon. 
Member refers occur sometimes. Ineach 
full consideration is given to all the cir- 
cumstances and a special grant is made 
of such an amount as the equity of the 
particular case seems to require. If the 
hon. Member has in mind any instance 
of the kind which he would like to bring 
specially to my notice, I shall be pleased 
to consider it on hearing from him. 


Mr. JAMES O?CONNOR: I may tell 
the noble Lord I have several instances 
in which applications have been made for 
compen ation and no satisfaction has 
been received. 


Lorp STANLEY: If the hon. Member 
will send them to me, I shall be happy 
to inquire into the circumstances. 


Pay of Provincial Linemen. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, in accordance with the under- 
taking given by his predecessor to consider 
the claims of the smaller classes in the 
postal service to improved scales of pay, 
he has considered the claims of linemen 
in the provinces, and whether the 
maximum pay of the general body has 
been reduced from 40s, to 58s. per week, 
as from November last ; and, if so, what 
are the reasons for this reduction of pay. 


Lorp STANLEY : There has been no 
reduction of pay jor linemen now in the 
service. But in order to afford adequate 
remuncration for certain superior duties 
I have recently introduced a class of 
senior linemen on scale 39s., Is. 6d. to 
45s. a week. This rendered it necessary 
to reduce the maximum of the class 
below, for new entrants, from 40s, to 58s, 
a week, 

Lerwick Mails. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetl.nd): I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General if he will state the terms 
of the mail contract between the North 
of Scotland Steamship Company and the 


Post Offee with reference to delivery of | 


mails it Lerwick, and the dates of depar- 
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‘ture of mails from Aberdeen and arrival 
at Lerwick during the last three months. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have sent the 
hon. Member a copy of the mail 
contract to which he refers, and also a 
statement showing the dates of the mails 
from Aberdeen to Lerwick during the last 
three months. 


Underfed School Children. 

Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he can 
now state what instructions have been 
given to local boards of guardians in 
reference to the right of starving and 
destitute children in public elementary 
schools to immediate relief. 


THe PRESIDENT or tor LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): I am_ pre- 
pari g a circular to boards of guardians 
on this subject, which I propose to issue 
as soon as possible. 


Stir JOHN GORST: Will the circular 
be laid on the Table of the House. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


objection to that. 


I see no 


Average rate levied by Metropolitan 
Borough Councils and London County 
Council. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board how the increase in the average 
rate in the pound levied by the Metro- 
politan boroughs compares with the 
increase In the average rate, exclusive of 
education, levied by the London County 
Council. 


Mr. GEBALD BALFOUR: Taking 
the three years ended March, 1904, the 
increase in the average rate levied by 
the Metropolitan borough councils for 
their own purposes was one penny. In 
the case of the London County Council 
the increace was 14d. No sum was 
raised by the County Council for educa- 
tion purposes. 


Increase of Metropolitan Borough Rates. 
Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the President 
| of the Lceal Government Board what is 


= 
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the amount of the increase in the average 
rate inthe pound levied by the Metro- 
politan boroughs during the four com- 
plete vears of their existence as compared 
with the -average rate levied by their 
predecessors, the vesiries and district 
boards, during the like preceding period. 


Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
Returns received by the Local Govern- 
ment Board do not enable me to include 
the year 1904-5 in the period in respect 
of which the information asked for is 
desired, The average rate in the pound of 
the Metropolitan borough councils in the 
three years ended March, 1904, was 
Is, 10°6d., and the averige rate of the 
Metropolitan vestries and district boards 
and the Woolwich Local Board of Health 
for the three years ended March, 1900, 
was Is. 71d. The increase, therefore, was 
jod. For the purpose of the comparison 
I hive taken the rates raised by the 
vestries and district boards as including 
those required for the expenditure of 
burial boards, commissioners of baths and 
washhouses, and of public libraries and 
museums, Whose powers hive now been 
transferred to the borough councils. 


Str GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): May I ask whether it is not th: 
fact that, during the same peried, the 
assessm?nt in many cases has been enor- 
mously increased —that the same property 
is now assessed at a much hizsher rate 
than it was—and that, therefore, the 
absolute rate in the pound is somewhat 
misleading. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: TI think 


that is probable. 


Continental Import Duties and Drawbacks 
on Sugar and Sugared Goods. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he is willing to furnish a Return 
of the import duties imposed upon sugar, 
and upon confectionery, jams, biscuits, 
cakes, and other sugared goods in Ger- 
many, Austria, Hungary, Belgium, Hol- 
land, and France; and also a Return of 
the drawbacks granted in these countries 
upon all these commodities except sugar 
itself. 
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THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or TRADE 


(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
If the hon. Member will move for a 
Return the Board of Trade will be 
happy to grant it. 


London Education Rate. 
Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Hducation if he will state 
the amount of the additional rate incurred 


to date in the administration of the 
London Education Act, 1903; and 
whether he can at present give any 


estimate of the total addition to the 
rates which that measure involves to 
the Metropolis. 


Tie PARLIAMENTARY S#ECRE- 
TARY vo tHe BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Wrutraw Axson, Oxford Unt- 
versity) : I am afraid I have no official 
information on the subject. 


Mr. BENN: Does not the hon. Gentle- 
min’s Department publish particulars of 
the cost of education? If not, t>» whom 
am I to go for the information ? 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: The question 
of rates is nob one which concerns my 
Departmen‘. 

Defaulting Education Authorities in 
Merionethshire. 

Me. OSMOND WILLIAMS (Merioneth- 
shire): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether the Educa- 
tion (Defaulting Authorities) Act, 1904, 
has been put in operation in the county 
of Merioneth; and, if so, in respect of 
what schools; and on what grounds. 

Sir WILLIAM ANSON: The Board of 
Education have made payments to the 
managers of the following three schools 
Llawr-y-Bettws Church 
School, Maentwrog National School, and 
Tynant National School. These payments 
have been made in respect of expenses 
which, in the opinion of the Board, had 
heen properly incurred by the managers 
of these schools for the purpose of main- 
taining and keeping them efficient b>- 
‘ween September 30th, 1905, and October 
31st, 1404, and for which provision should 
have been made by the local education 
authority. 
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Me. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Poroughs) : Has any deduction been made 
in respect of this amount out of the 
grant payable tothe county ? Are these 
the only schools in arrears, or, if not, 
have any preliminary steps been taken 
in regard to the others ? 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON : No deduction 
has been made at present. Claims have 
been made by the managers of other 
voluntary schools in Meriouethshire, and 
the Board of Education are in com- 
munication with them on the subject, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: At any rate, 
no deduction has been made in respect 
of these schools. 


Srrk WILLIAM ANSON: That is so. 


Loughrea and Athenry Police Force. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland how many 
extra police have been drafted into the 
districts of Loughrea and Athenry; 
where have they been brought from: 
and will he consider the advisability of 
charging the districts named, instead of 
the county at large, with their cost. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.): 
Between March 30th and April 8th, a 
force of sixty-five extra police was 
stationed in Loughrea, Athenry, and other 
districts in the East Riding of Galway. 
The extra force was reduced by ten men 
on the latter date. The police have been 
drawn from a number of counties, and 
the question of the area of charge is at 
present under consideration. 


The Estates Commissioners and Intimida- 
tion and Outrage in Ireland. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: TJ beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland if he will take steps to 
ensure that the Estates Commiss oners 
shall not buy any farms on estates where 
elther intimidation has been used with the 
object of forcing the occupier to give up 
possession or outrages have been com- 
mitted with the same object. 


Me. WALTER LONG: 
Commissioners have 


The Estates 
already caused 
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‘persons interested to'be informed that 


intimidation, if resorted to, would con- 
strain them not to purchase farms or 
estates, This matter will be further 
dealt with in the regulations about to be 
laid on the Table, and every effort will be 
made by the Government in this and 
other directions to cope with this form 
of crime, 


Cost of Kingstown Urban Council’s 
Address of Welcome to the King. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he has received a 
resolution passed by the Kingstown 
Urban Council protesting against the 
Local Government Board in allowing the 
auditor to surcharge members of the 
councilin connection with an eddress of 
welcome to His Majesty during his first 
visit to Ireland; and, if so, what action 
does he intend taking in the matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir. The 
resolution was received, and on Monday 
last a letter was written by my direction 
to the district council, a copy of which I 
have forwarded to my hon. iriend. 


Irish Poor Law and Local Government 
flicers. 

Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lo:d-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that Poor 
Law and other local officers previous to 
being sanctioned by the Local Govern- 
ment Board have to sign a query sheet 
promising to conform to certain regula- 
tions issued by the Local Government 
Board, and in existence at the time of 
appointment, and that these regulations 
or duties are specified under the headings 
of the different offices; and will he say 
whether any officer who complies with 
the regulations prescribed for his office 
and discharges the duties accordingly, 
can he disturbed in his tenure of office by 
either the local authority under whom he 
serves or by the Local Government 
Board; and, if so, to state the Act of 
Parliament and the section; whether 
there is any rule laid down in the Local 
Grovernment Board office for determining 
the punishments to be meted out to the 
Poor Law and other local officers for 
transgression of or dereliction in the 
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discharge of duty; and whether there 
have ever been any instances in which 
Poor Law officers have been dismissed by 
the Local Government Board without 
their boards of guardians ever having 
been apprised of bad marks being made 
agaist them in the Local Government 
Board offices; and, if so, will he sate 
the cases and the causes which led to 
such action. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: With the 
hon. Member’s permission I will furnish a 
printed reply to this Question. 


Lavagh Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. OVDOWD (Sligo, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that John Quinn, an evicted tenant on 
the estate of Sir Joselyn Gore Booth, 
situate at Lavagh, near Tubbercurry, 
county Sligo, has left the question of his 
reinstatement for settlement to the 
Kstates Commissioners and the agent of 
the estate, and has signed an agreement 
to that effect; and that the present 
occupier, Edward Lang, has signed a 
similar agreement, both agreements being 
witnessed by the parish priest, the Rev. 
B. Quinn; and, if so, whether, seeing 
that this estate is about to be sold to the 
tenants under the Act of 1903, an im- 
mediate settlement of this case will be 
brought about. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 
Missioners are prepared to consider any 
proposed arrangement between the land- 
lord, the evicted tenant, and the present 
occupier, but the matter in its present 
stage is not one for the intervention of 
the Commissioners. 


W. J. Griffith’s Estate, Killery, County 
Sligo. 

Mr. WILLIAM : McKILLOP (Sligo, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the estate of W. J. 
Griffith, at Killery, near Ballintogher, 
county Sligo, has been for many years 
in the Land Court; and that an order 
was made by the Land Judge that the 
estate should be inspected with a view 
to its purchase by the Estates Commis- 
sioners, and to its resale to the tenants ; 


will he say if the estate has been in- | 


17 Aprit 1905} 


Questions. 314 
spected ; and, if not, can he explain the 
cause of the delay; and will he give 
instructions to have the inspection pro- 
ceeded with as soon as possible. 4 , 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Com- 
missioners issued a request to the Land 
Judge, under the 7th Section of the Act 
of 1903, in February Jast. The tenants 
are now withholding pavment of their 
rents, and the Land Judge has directed, 
in consequence, that all further pro- 
ceedings towards a sale shall be aban- 
doned so long as the tenants maintain 
this attitude. 


Catholic Clerks in the Irish Agricultural 


Department. 
Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 


Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secr_tary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
will obtain information as to whether 
the chief clerk of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment acted wholly on his own initiative 
in sending for one of the Catholic g:ntle- 
men of the veterinary branch and en- 
deavouring to induce him to withdraw 
from the signed representation which 
that gentleman, in common with other 
Catholics in the branch, had laid before 
the secretary. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This Question 
was fully answered on the Ist March. ¢ 
The chief clerk acted on behalf of the 
Department. 


King’s County Constabulary Force. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the county inspector and five 
district inspectors, Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, at present stationed in King’s 
County, are Protestants, and that the 
Catholic members of the force in that 
county are subjected to persecution 
because of their religion, particularly on 
the part of District Inspector Taylour ; 
and what steps he proposes taking to 
remedy this grievance. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir; it 
happens that the officers referred to are 
Protestants, but I have ascertained from 
the Inspector-Genera] that there is not 
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the smallest foundation for the sugges- 
tions in the Question, 


Sergeant Flynn, R.I.C. 

Mr. REDDY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that Sergeant 
Flynn, Kinnity, King’s County, was 
lately obliged to retire through the action 
of District Inspector Taylour, who sought 
to compel him to act as caretaker for the 
Protestant rector of the district and to 
prevent trespass on the rector’s land ; 
and whether, as Sergeant Flynn was 
forced to retire list month, three years 
before his time for full pension had ex- 
pired, steps will be taken to protect 
Catholic members of the force from 
religious persecution on the part of 
officers, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. 
Member has not been correctly informed. 
There is no foundation whatever for the 
suggestions in the Question. The 
sergeant’s retirement was quite voluntary 
on his part, after a service of twenty-six 
years, and he was awarded the pension to 
which his service entitled him. 


Irish Public Officials. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: On behal! of 
the hon. Member for North Antrim, 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lerd-Lieutenant of Treland whether 
the information from candidat«s for, 
or Civil servants in, public depart- 
ments in Ireland as to their re- 
spective places of education, already 
given for the purposes of the Civil 
Service or their respective departments 
is to be regarded as confidential, or if 
euch can be published without the assent 
of such candidate or servant; and if this 
tule applies to the Civil Service in 
England. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot 
answer this Question in the general form 
in which it is tramed. In some cases the 
information supplied would not be treated 
as confidential; in other cases it would 
be so treated. The point must depend 


on the occasion and circinstances under 
which the information was conimunicaied, 
As far as I have been able io ascertain, 
the same rule applies to the Civil Service 
in England. 
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Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that in 
recent vears a similar Return was ordered 
by Parlinment in connection with As- 
sistant Land Commissioners and resident 
magistrates, and that there is, too, an 
annual Return showing the religion of 
Irish justices of the peace? Does he 
still adhere to his statement that there 
is no precedent for such a Return? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not 
aware I ever siid there was no pre- 
cedent. What I said was that in 
granting a Return I must be guided by 
the alvice of my law officers both as t» 
my powers and as to the rights of those 
affected by the proposed Return, 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Surely if Parlia- 
ment has a right to demand information 
from Justices of the Peace it ean do so 
from public servants whose salaries are on 
the Estimates. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Tt is not for 
me as a layman to interpret the law. It 
is for the law officers, and by their 
opinion I shall be guided. 


Outrages in Ireland. 

Me. CHARLES CRATG: T beg to ask 
the Chief Seeretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Jreland if he will grant a Retur. 
showing the number and nature of out- 
committed in the province ot 
Connaug!t end in the counties of Clare, 
Cork, Limerick, Kerry, Tipperary, Queen’s 
County, and King’s County, which bave 
been reported by the police to the Irish 
Government since Ist December, 1904; 
and whether, in respect of any such 
reported outrages, any orders were issued 
by the Trish Executive that they were not 
to be included or mentioned in the re- 
ports furnished to the Judges of Assize in 
these counties or any of them; and, ifso, 
will he state the number of outrages in 
respect of which such orders were given. 


rages 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg also to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he will grant a 
Return showing the number and nature 
o! outrag’s, assaults on persons, attacks 
on property, and disturbances in the pro- 
vince of Ulster which have been reported 


by the police to the Irish Government 
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since Ist December, 1904; and whether, 
in respect of any such reported outrages, 
any orders were issued by the Irish 
Executive that they were not to be 
included or mentioned in the reports 
furnished to the Judges of Assize in 
these counties or any of them; and, if 
so, will he state the number of outrages 
in respect of which such orders were 
given, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Returns of all 
outrages or other offences of an indictable 
character reported by the police in each 
county of Ireland, sinee the date men- 
tioned, will be prepared and laid on the 
Table. No orders of the nature indicated 


in the second part of the Questions were 


issued by the Executive or by the Con- 
stabularv authorities, 


Howth Harbour. 

Me. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
On behalf of the hon. Member for the 
Northern Division of Dublin County, I 
hes to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Licutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to the com- 
plaints made of the condition of Howth 
Harbour at the last meeting of the Nor:h 
Dublin Rural District Council, and 
especially to the statements made as to 
the necessity for a repiiring slip in 
that place ; and whether he will recom- 
mend the Board of Works, in whose 
charge Howth Harbour is placed, to take 
action towards satisfying the 
requirements mentioned. 


some 
public 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
tug TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
DisH, Derbyshire, W.): The attention 
of the Board of Works has not been 


drawn to the condition of Howth 
Harbour. Any representations made to 


it will be considered. 


Dredgers for Irish Harbours. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: On behalf 
of the hon. Member for the Northern 
Division of Dublin County, I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
of the fact that only one dredger 
appears to be at the disposal of the Board 
of Works for use in the small harbours 
of Ireland, he will consider the advisa- 
bility of urging on the Treasury the 
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necessity of supplying the means of 
purchasing or constructing another 
dredger for such use, so that the small 
harbours referred to, many of which are 
almost completely blocked up with 
accumulations of mud and sand, may 
be dredged within a reasonable period. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
dredger referred to was bought out of 
the Development Grant funds, and 
its object was to reduce the cost of 
dredging. The responsibility for dredg- 
ing lies with the harbour authorities, 
and there is no obligation on the Govern- 
ment or on the Board of Works to 
provide a dredger. 


Captain French’s Estate, King’s County. 

Mr. REDDY: I beg to ask the Chif 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the conditions of sale entered 
into between Captain French and his 
tenants, near Kinnitty, King’s County ; 
whether he is aware that there are four 
cottiers on this estate, none of whom 
hold more than three or four acres of 
land, and that the landlord had on 
hand over 200 acres of grazing lands, 
which he has divided into large farms 
and given to farmers, some of whom 
were not on the estate; and whether 
the Estates Commissioners will refuse to 
sanction the sale until the uneconomic 
holdings on this property are enlarged 
to a sufficient size to enable the cottiers 
to live. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This estate 
has not yet come before the Commis- 
sioners, and, until it does, they can 
express no opinion in the matter. 


Congested Districts Board and Un- 

tenanted Lands. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mavo, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
whether the Congested Districts Board 
have any power under the Land Act of 
1903, or under any former Acts, to utilise 
untenanted land acquired by them in 
unscheduled areas for the benefit of the 
occupiers of uneconomic holdings in these 
unscheduled areas. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The 3rd Section 
oi the Congested Districts Board Act, 
1901, provides that where the Board 
purch:.se Jand in a non-congested district 
the Lord-Licutenant may declare that 
such land be treated as part of the con- 
gested districts. The result is that the 
occupiers of such lands may be treated 
as though they were residents in congested 
districts. 


Questions, 


Irish Creamery Inspectors. 

Mr. O’KELLY: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for North Leitrim, I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the De- 
partment of Agriculture and Technical 
Education for Ireland has recently 
appointed two creamery inspectors; and 
if so, can he state their names, addresses, 
and previous expericnce; were these 
posts open to competition; was an ex- 
amination held; and, if so, was public 
notice given of it, and where was it held. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment haveappointed two dairy instructors, 
Messrs. Ward and Fant. Mr. Ward was 
a creamery manager for six years, and 
also holds the Department’s certificate of 
competency, Mr. Fant was inspector of 
creameries for six years, and also had 
previous experience as creamery manager, 
There was no competition or examination 
for these appointments. The Depart- 
ment held an examination two years ago, 
but no suitable candidates presented 
themselves on that occasion. 


Portavogie Fishing Fleet Disaster, 
Me. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the disa-ter 
to the fishing fleet at Portavogie during 
the recent gales; and whether he will 
consider the possibility of making a 
special grant to meet the widespread 
distress caused by the loss of the fishing 
boats and gear. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: My attention 
has been drawn to the lamentable disaster 
to the fishing fleet at Portavogie on 
March 15th. I am considering the sug- 


estion of mv hon. friend in the second 
part of the Question. 





{COMMONS} 





Questions. 320 


Irish National Education—Rule 197 (b). 

Mr. O’KELLY: On_ behalf of 
the hon. Member fer North Leitrim, I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Licutenant of Ireland on what date 
did the National Education Poard for 
Ireland finally approve of, and adopt, 
Rule 127 (b); who were the Commis- 
sioners present at the meeting at which 
the rule was adopted; were there any 
vacancies on the Board at the time the 
rule was adopted ; and, if so, can he say 
whether these vacancies have since been 
filled up; and can he give the names of 
the acwly-appointed Commissioners. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: With the hon. 
Member’s permission I will furnish a 
printed reply to this Question. 


New Education Rule 127b.--Aughrin 
School Teacher. 

Mr. JAMES O°CONNOR: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
in case the new rule (127b) of the National 
Board of Education in Treland is put in 
operation, the salary of the national 
school teacher in Aughrin, county Wick- 
low, will be reduced from £130 to £56 a 
year; and, if so, will the teacher be given 
full compensation for the reduction in his 
income of £74 a year. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners of National Education inform me 
that it is very unlikely that the rule will 
affect this teacher’s income in the 
manner suggested. I will take this 
opportunity of stating the result of my 
personal examination into the operation 
of the rule, which I undertook co make, 
during my visit to Ireland. The rule 
was designedly framed in the interests of 
boys under eight vears of age who hid 
received little or no instruction in 
schools where there were no mistresses, 
and especially in schools with only one 
male te:cher. The necessity for such a 
rule was strongly pointed out in Mr. 
Dale’s Report on primary education. I 
have reevived full assurances that the 
tule will not prejudicially affect the 
incomes of existing teachers, !t will 
result in the removal of the great 
educational disadvantage attending tlie 
present over-subdivision of schools for 
bovs and girls, by extending the system 
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of mixed for separate schools. I am 
informed that there are, at the present 
moment, as many as 2,247 mixed 
national schools under Catholic 
manigement in Ireland. The Treasury 
have agreed to an arrangement by 
which the principal teachers of schools 
proposed to be amalgamated may be 
recognised in the combined schools, one 
as principal and the other, or others, as 
assistant teachers, such assistant teachers 
to be secured from any reduction of 
salary in consequence of amalgamation. 


Me. JAMES O°CONNOR: Is the right 
hon, Gentleman aware that this school 
teicher has been informed by the 
National Board that his salary is to be 
reduced. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : Tam not aware 
of that. My Answer is bised on the infor- 
mation I have received from the National 
Board. If the hon. Member will send 
particulars of individual cases [ will 
inquire, 


Me. JAMES O'CONNOR: Will the 
present teachers suffer any damage by a 
reduction of salary @ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The conclusion 
arrived at by the Board is that they will 
not. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Seeing 
that all the managers and teachers are 
against this rule, does the right hon. 
Gentleman think it reasonable to put it 
into operation ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not sure 
they are all against it. Naturally if the 
tesult were to be an immediate reduction 
of salary the teachers might object, but if 
that is averted they may not. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Will the teachers 
be heard before the National Board 2 


Mr. WALTER LONG: They have 
made their views known, and have been 
told that no injustice will be done them. 
If individual cases of injustice are brought 
tomy notice I will inquire into them. 


Poor Law Medical Relief in County Louth. 
Mr. NOLAN (Louth, S.): I beg to 


ask the Chief. Secretary to the Lord-. 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state, in miles, the maximum distance 
between the dwellings of poor people who 
may require medical aid and the nearest 
dispensary under the new arrangement 
of the Grange, Collon, and Drumconrath 
districts, county Louth;, whether his 
attention has been called to the proceed- 
ings of a meeting of the Ardee guardians 
recently held, and the resolution upon the 
subject adopted at the same; and 
whether, seeing that the new arrangement 
will necessitate a considerable expenditure 
upon buildings for medical officers’ resi- 
dences, he will carry out the late Chief 
Secretary’s promise to have a sworn 
inquiry upon the spot, and take local 
opinion into account before making any 
change in the old arrangement. 


Me. WALTER LONG: The existing 
dispensaries have been retained under 
the new arrangement, and consequently 
the distance to be travelled is precisely 
the same as before. There is no pro- 
posal to build new residences for the 
medical officers. A local public inquiry 
was held on 2Uth January, 1904, as a 
result of which the Board, with all the 
facts before them, made their Order re- 
arranging the districts. I am not aware 
that my right hon. friend promised any 
further inquiry, nor, as I am at present 
advised, is one necessary. 


Ardee Scheme for Labourers’ Cottager. 

Mr. NOLAN: TI beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Licutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
guardians in Ardee No. 1 Rural District, 
county Louth, submitted a scheme to the 
Local Government Board for the erection 
of a number of labourers’ cottages about 
six months ago; and whether, seeing that 
the scheme is stillin abeyance, he can 
account tor the delay. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The scheme 
has not yet been submitted to the Board 
by the district council. The responsi- 
bility for any delay does not rest with 
the Board, 


Dublin Civil Service—Assistant Clerks 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : On behalf 


of the hon. Member for the Northern 
Division of Dublin County, I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
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whether he is aware that there are at 
present assistant clerks (New Class) 
serving in various public departments 
in Dublin who have from eight to nine 
years established service in addition to 
several years temporary service, and 
who now, at the age of twenty-eight 
or twenty-nine years, are allowed a 
salary of only £80 per annum; and 
whether the case of those assistant clerks 
(New Class), who obtained no benefit 
whatever from the revised regulations 
promulgated by the Treasury two years 
ago, will receive special consideration in 
connection with the memorial now before 
the Treasury. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: TI have 
nothing to add to the Answer I gave to 
the hon. Member for the College Green 
Division of Dublin on this subject last 
Thursday, to which Iwould refer the hon. 


Member.t 


Irish Cut Flower Industry Post Office 
Facitities. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that from experiments mide at 
Caherdaniel, county Kerry, the climatic 
conditions are specially suitable for the 
growing of flowers such as violets, nareissi, 
and daffodils ; whether, seeing that the 
nearest railway station is nineteen miles 
distant, he can state whether any special 
facilities for forwarding cut flowers in 
large quantities will be given if an 
industry of this nature is started; and 
can he say whether anv, and, if so, what 
facilities are given by international agree- 
ment to the growers of flowers in the 
South of France and elsewhere. 


Lorp STANLEY: I was not aware 
of the experiments to which the hon. 
Member refers, but I will have inquiry 
made as regards the fac.lities for 
despatching parcels by post from Caher- 
daniel ond will acquaint the hon. Member 
with the res lt. As regards the latter 
part of the hon. Member’s Question, I 
may say that at the Postal Union Congress 
held at Washington, proposals were made 
by several Continental counirics to 
extend the provisions of the sample post 
in @ manner which would have operated 





+ See page 71. 
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in favour of Continental flower-growers, 
Those proposals were, however, not 
accepted, and the Postal Union Conven- 
tion, which in its present form was the 
issue of that Congress and governs 
international postal relations, makes no 
specific provision for the transmission of 
fresh flowers. They can be sent at the 
letter or parcel rate of postage, or, if 
they are genuine trade samples of no 
saleable value, at the reduced rate 
applicable to samples. 


Scottish Church Dispute. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the fact that many 
of the notices of ejection from their 
manses recently served on ministers of 
the United Free Church expire on 
May 28th, he will take care that provision 
be made by legislation, or otherwise, thut 
such ejectments shall not be carried out 
until Government legislation on the whole 
subject has received the assent of 
Parliament. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, KE.) : The objec- 
tions to interim Jeg slation are great and 
obvious, and I am sure the hon. Gentle- 
man is well acquaiited with them. He is 
also acquainted with the statement I made 
the other day that in our view nothing 
that could happen in the interval between 
the inguiry undertaken by the Commis- 
sion and legislation would alter the 
character of that legislation when we are 
able to propose and carry it through the 
House. I understand that the object 
which the Free Church have had in issing 
these notices is to obtain the use of the 
manses where they have already got the 
use of the church. I make no pronounce- 
ment on the propriety or impropriety of 
that course in particular cases; but the 
grounds for their action, at all events, are 
so far, if I rightly state it, quite intelli- 
gible. I understand, however, that after 
notive of ejectment has been given there 
is power of appealing to the Courts on the 
subject, and that that appeal may last 
an indefinite period. going up from Court 
to Court to the House of Lords. As 
regards interim possession in such cases, 
it would rest with the judge, I think, 
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having regard to all the circumstances of 
the case, to decide whether convenience 
and justice were best_ served by leaving 
existing occupants in possession or 
requiring them to leave. Those are all 
the facts known to me; and I think the 
hon, Gentleman will perceive that it is 
quite impossible for us to bring in, in 
those circumstances, an interim Bill, 
pending the final legislation we hope to 
introduce. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: May I take it from 
the right hon. Gentleman that the in- 
terests involved with regard to manses 
will not be prejudiced in any case by 
action taken in the meantime ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, that is so. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman is somewhat in error in his 
statement of fact. I can give at least 
one case of a manse being claimed with- 
out the church being taken, and I believe 
there are other cases. 


The Customs Vote. 
Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is aware that 
several Members of this House have ex- 
pressed the desire that an opportunity 


should be given for discussing the 
Customs Vote; and whether he will 


endeavour to satisfy this desire by sub- 
mitting that Vote as first Order on some 
early date. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall be 
most happy to meet the hon, Member’s 
wishes and put the Vote down for an 
early Thursday. 


Lord Selborne and the Liberal Unionist 
lub. 

Me. JOHN CAMPBELE (Armagh, 8.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that at a meeting of the 
Liberal Unionist Club, held at the West- 
minster Palace Hotel, on Wednesday, 
April 12th, the Earl of Selborne, His 
Majesty’s Hizh Commissioner for South 
Africa, was elected at that meeting a 
vice-president of this political organisa- 
tion; whether it is in accordance with the 
tules of the public service that a person 
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holding the position of His Majesty’s 
High Commissioner for South Africa 
should remain an office-bearer in a 
political organisation; and whether he 
will take steps to secure the Earl of 
Selborne’s retirement from the post of 
vice-president of the Liberal Unionist 
Club. 


Questions. 


Me. A.J. BALFOUR: I have inquired 
of Lord Selborne what the facts are, and 
he tells me that some time ago he gave 
specific notice that all political posts of 
the kind referred to by the hon. Gentle- 
man must be abandoned by him now that 
he has become High Commissioner for 
South Africa. 


Redistribution. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the Government’s 
scheme of Redistribution, it is proposed 
to make provision for paying out of 
public funds the expenses incurred to 
returning officers at Parliamentary 
elections, so as to facilitate the return 
of manual labourers and other persons 
of moderate means to the service of this 
House. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I hardly think 
the suggestion of the hon. Gentleman is 
one that is germane to a Redistribution 


Bill. 


Public Accounts Committee’s Reports. 

Mr, GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury can he now undertake to give 
a day during the present session for the 
consideration by the House of the Reports 
of the Public Accounts Committee, and 
for taking the decis on of the House up oa 
the recommendations embodied therein. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I have on a 
previous occasion stated that if it 1s the 
general wish of the House I am prepared 
to give up one of the Thursdays allotted 
to Supply for- the discussion of the 
Reports of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, which although not technically 
Supply are very closely assoc ated with 
the financial business of the House. If 
there should be any reluctanc> to give 





up one of the days allotted to Supply, I 








327 = Agricultural Rates Act. 


will endeavour to find some other oppor- | 


tunity, but it must be understood that 
I cannot in that case promise a whole 
day. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. LOUGH: Will the Prime Minister 
state what will be the first business 
after the holidays ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Tuesday, 
May 2nd, the day the House reassembles 
after the Easter holidays, the Second 
Reading of the Aliens Bill will be taken. 


Mr. LOUGH: Surely the right hon, 
Gentleman will reconsider that proposal. 
The usual custom is that no contentious 
or interesting business is taken on the 
first day aiter the holidays. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: The old practice 
was to reassemble on the Monday; but 
to meet the convenience of Members who 
are unable to return by Monday, I have 
put off the reassembling till Tuesday, and, 
in the circumstances, I think the House 
might proceed that day with business 
that is contentious and interesting. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Does the 
right hon. Gentleman propose to give the 
Aliens Bill precedence over the Unem- 
ployed Pill? It is a very serious matter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The urgency 
of the Unemploved Bill is not nearly so 
great now as it was In the recent period of 
distress, But | do not propose to give 
one Bill precedence over the other. I 
propose to take the Second Reading of 
the Aliens Bill before IT take the Second 
Reading of the Unemployed Bill. 


NEW BILLS. 


LUNACY BILL. 


“To amend the Lunacy Acts,” pre- 
sented by Mr. Attorney-General ; 
supported by Mr. Solicitor-General; to 
be read a second time upon ‘Tuesday, 
May 2nd, and to be printed. [Bill 179." 
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COUNTY COURTS (No. 2) BILE. 

‘To amend the Law relating to County 
Courts,” presented by Mr. Attorney- 
General; supported by Mr. Solicitor- 
General; to be read a second time upon 
Tuesday, May 2nd, and to be printed, 
[ Bill 180,] 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, ETC., 
CONTINUANCE BILL. 


[Second READING.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


THE PRESIDENT or vHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Geratp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): As the 
object of the Bill, the Second Reading of 
which I rise to move, is to continue an 
Act with the subject of which the House 
is already thoroughly familiar, and as it 
has been discussed at considerable length 
on more than one occasion in recent 
years, my observations this afternoon may 
be comparatively brief. The effect of the 
Bill will be to continue until March 31st, 
1910, the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, 
the Tithe Rent Charge Act, 1899, and 
certain Acts relating to Scotland, all of 
which ctherwise expire on March 31st next 
year. It will be remembered that when 
the original Continuance Act was intro- 
duced in 1901, it was brought in in a form 
which would have given permanence to 
the Acts to which it applies. That pro- 
posal was strenuously objected to by the 
Opposition, and my right hon. friend the 
Leader of the House explained that we 
did not consider the scheme in the form 
embodied in those Acts to be in any sense 
a final or permanent scheme, or that, in 
the opinion of the Government, it woul | 
not be necessary, within a comparativel ¢ 
brief period, to introduce a comprehensive 
measure of local taxation reform. He 
accordingly expressed his willingness to 
limit the Continuance Bill to a period of 
four vears, on the understanding that on!y 
one night should be spent upon the discus- 
sion of the Second Reading. That pro- 
posal was accepted. The operation of 
the Bill was limited to four years, The 
Second Reading only took one night, and 
the main stages of the Bill were passed 
with little or no opposition. 


Now, four years have since passed and 
wejare practically ,in the same position 
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as in 1901. 
than then, profess that the scheme con- 
tained in these Acts is final or a per- 
manent scheme, or that it deals once and 
for all with the many difficult and com- 
plicated problems connected with the 
question of local taxation, On the other 
hand, we held then, and we hold still, 
that those Acts met a real grievance, and, 
however much the Acts may be objected 
to in principle by hon. Gentlemen 
cpposite, | hardly think that they will 
venture to deny that proposition, At 
all events, hon. Members on the other 
side of the House representing agricul 
tural constituencies and Liberal candi- 
dates in agricultural constituencies would 
hardly dispute that those Acts do meet 
real grievances, and, to some extent, 
remedy them. I do not suppose that, 
at the present stage, this Continuance 
Bill is likely to meet with serious opposi- 
tion, but perhaps it may be asked—I 
gither from a cheer just now that we 
shall be asked—why it is that the Govern- 
ment have not utilised the interval to 
introduce that more comprehensive 
measure at which my my right hon. 
friend hinted during the course of the 
discussion in 1901. Well, I do not think 
the answer is a very difficult one. To 
deal with so complicated a question as 
local taxation, a question involving so 
many conflicting interests, necessarily 
requires @ favourable combination of cir- 
cumstances, I will mention two senses 
in which combination is required before 
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We do not now, any more | 


any Government can undertake such an 


Act. First, there must be an overflowing 
Exchequer, for, as far as T am aware, no 
complete solution is likely to be found 
without making large grants from 
imperial sources; and, in the second 
place, it is necessary that there should 
be a Government and a House of 
Commons with plenty of leisure before it, 
and able and willing to devote a whole 
session, perhaps even more than one 
session, to dealing with the question, 
Neither of these conditions exists in 
Our Case. 

But, over and above that, I may remind 
the House that it is admitted on all sides 
that before any comprehensive reform of 
local taxation can be undertaken the 
first thing necessary would be to establish 
a uniform basis of valuation. 


With that 
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object in view, in 1903, and again in 1904, 
Valuation Bills were prepared by my 
right hon. friend who is now the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland, and one of these 
was introduced in Parliament last year ; 
but it met with considerable opposition. 
A revised Bill is in an advanced stage of 
preparation, and I trust will be intro- 
duced before very long, in accordance 
with the promise given in the King’s 
Speech; but, of course, what progress it 
may be possible to make with that Bill 
must depend to a large extent upon the 
opposition which it encounters, and I 
fear experience has shown that even in 
the preliminary stages there are many 
pitfalls, [ may, perhaps, briefly state 
why, in the meantime, and pending the 
introduction of larger and more compre- 
hensive measures of reform, we support 
the admittedly incomplete remedy pro- 
vided by the Acts which this Bill proposes 
to continue. The root of the whole 
matter is the fact that almost the entire 
burden, I may say the entire burden, 
of the rates falls in this country upon 
realty, and that personalty escapes scot 
free. This would not signify very much 
if all the money levied in rates were 
expended in a beneticial manner, and if 
that benefit were distributed in anything 
like proportion to the payments made by 
the different classes of ratepayers. 
Everybody knows, however, that that is 
very far from being the case. A great 
many of the servic’s which are paid for 
out of local rates are not services in which 
the ratepayers, as such, have any special 
interest; they are in the nature of 
national services. And there are also 
other services to which certain classes of 
ratepayers undoubtedly pay more thani 
proportion to their ability and more thay 
in proportion to the benefit which the - 
receive for them. Hence arise tw») 
grievances. In the first place, there is the 
grievance which all ritepayers have in 
common, though not, I think, in an equa! 
measure, against personalty, in per- 
sonalty not contributing towards the 
rates ; and, secondly, there is the special 
grievance of the agricultural ratepayers 
and payers of tithe rent-charge, in that 
they are called upon to contribute more 
in proportion to their abilities than others 
and receive less benefit. 

These two grievances have already, to 
a certain extent, been met, quite apart 
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from the Acts to which this Bill refers. 
They have been met, the first grievance, 
in part, by grant already made by the 
Exchequer to the Local Taxation Fund; 
and the second grievance has also been, 
to a considerable fextent, recognised, at 
all events in principle, with regard to 
those rates which are levied for sanitary 
or other purposes of a similar character, 
in respect of which agricultural land and 
tithe are only rated to the extent of one- 
fourth. The Acts included in this Con- 
tinuance Bill carry these remedies one 
step further. They are based upon the 
unfairness of the position in which agri- 
cultural ratepavers and the clerical owners 
of tithe rent-charge are placed as regards 
the other rates besides the sanitary rates, 
and in particular in regard to those rates 
which are levied for expenditure upon 
onerous services of a national character ; 
and, as regards such rates, they provide 
relief not to the full extent of the Public 
Health Acts, but to the extent of a half. 
But, asa reduction in the rates in respect 
of agricultural land necessarily means an 
increased burden upon other ratepayers, 
the case of those other ratepayers has 
been met, though we do not consider their 
grievance as great as the agricultural rate- 
paver; and the Act of 1896 provided 
that the deficiency should be met from 
moneys voted by Parliament. The 
scheme of relief which the present Bill 
continues for another period of four years 
may be imperfect, it may be open to 
criticism from various points of views, 
and it is confessedly incomplete and 
provisional. But, on the other hand, 
what we say is that it does meet the 
grievance on lines which are broadly just 
and equitable, and it holds the field, and, 
in my opinion, will and must continue to 
hold the field, until a more systematic 
and comprehensive form of local taxation 
is devised and passed into Jaw to take 
its place. I beg to move that the Bill be 
read a second time, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I think it will be found 
in the course of this debate that the 
opinions so strongly held and expressed 
on this side of the House both ia 18.6 


Mr. Gerald Balfour, 


{COMMONS} 


Continuance Bill, 332 


and in 1901 remain among us still and 
have not been in the least degree abated; 
and, indeed, many of our complaints are 
practically admitted by the Government 
themselves. Ti the object of this Bill is 
the equitable readjustment of rating we 
are as much in favour of it as any- 
body, but what we think is that this Bill 
has set about it the wrong way ; that the 
Government have dealt with it, as is ad- 
mitted, in a partial and imperfect may- 
ner; as we say, also, in an unlair and 
inequitable manner as between different 
classes and different interests. It is in- 
equitable as between town ond country, 
inequitable as between different occupa- 
tions and the like: and also we think 
that what has been done is open to this 
very serious objection, that a great part 
of the benefit, if it was ever designed for 
the advantage of the farmer, will drift as 
levies are made in the course of years 
into the pocket of the landowner. These 
are our feclings on the subject, and we 
hold them as strongly as ever. But, of 
coure, when you have had nine years of 
these subventions to a certain class, I 
think it is rather unusual and abrupt, as 
a principle at any rate in our dealing with 
these questions, to take away that assis- 
tance at once. It is one of the evils of 
such a mode of dealing with these 
questions. If I were to seek a parallel 
case, supposing a protective duty Were 
imposed on some article which was found 
to be injurious to the interests of the 
country, we know how — exceedingly 
difficult it would be, vested interests 
having been acquired, to interfere with 
that protective duty. And so it is that 
those who are most opposed to certain 
legislation may find it exceedingly 
difficult, after a term of years, to vote 
simp/iciter for its repeal. 

The right hon. Gentleman now Chief 
Secretary for Ireland said in 1901— 

“What we want to do is to deal effectually 
with the whole rating question.” 


So do we. But if the Government 
are so anxious to deal with the whole 
|rating question, and have imposed a 
limit upon this particular measure in 
order that they may have the oppor- 
tunity of dealing with it, why have they 
not done it? The 18!'6 Bill was only tem- 
/porary; the Bill of 1901 was only tem- 
porary; and now, agvin, this is only 
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temporary. The President of the Local should be temporary. The right hon. 
Government Board says that one reason Gentleman also said thit the actual 


why it could not be dealt with is that it 
requires an overflowing Exchequer. 
Who is it that has caused the Exchequer 
not to be overflowing? The whole policy 
of the Government and the administra- 
tion of the finances of the country have 
led to the depletion of the Exchequer, and 
now they allege that as a reason why 
they cannot deal with this great subject. 
But, after all, T do not know that an ex- 
tremely overflowing Exchequer need be 
required, because this is a question of the 
readjustment of taxation, It is not a 
question of subvention so much as a 
question of readjustment so as to estab- 
lish a fair system between one class of 
ratepayers and others. Then the 
right hon, Gentleman says that it 
would recuire a Government with leisure, 
The Government have given themselves 
very little leisure, because they have 
been occupied with great schemes of the 
same class as their proceedings in this 
matter—namely, schemes for the benefit 
of one part of the interests of the country 
in which the interests of the rest of the 
country were too often disregarded. 
Thev have been busy saving the pockets 
of the subseribers to Church schools, 
busy establishing those schools on a 
firmer basis, and they have been busy, 
above all, in entrenching and fortifving 
the position of the brewers, Now they 
sav that they have no leisure to deal 
with this question, which would have 
brought advantage and contentment to 
the whole community if it had been 
rightly dealt with, and which has been, 
by their own admission, urgent through- 
out all these vears. 


[ think it is worth while to quote 


the account given of this matter by 
the Prime Minister in 1901. I quote 
the words of the right hon, Gentle- 


man because it was so well put thit 
it cannot be improved upon. ‘The 
statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man arose out of a question as to the 
arrangements for the debate, and T aske«! 
whether a reasonable limit ought not to 
be placed on the operation of the Bill. 
The right hon, Gentleman said that he 
could not now discuss the merits of the 
Bill, but the view of the Government 
was that the amount of relief given 


VOL. CXLV, [Fourrs Sertes.] 


machinery was essentially imperfect and 
the Government never contemplate | 
that the Bill as drafted could be a 
permanent settlement of the question, 
and that if passed in its present form 
steps would be taken for further legisla- 
tion at no distant date. The right hon. 
Gentleman wes also prepared to consider 
the qu ‘stion oi a time limit, though it 
would be madness, he said. to make the 
time limit too sho-t. Within the next 
four or five years the Governm-nt would 
he prepared to deal with the subject. On 
this [ thought that ‘four or five vears” 
Was rather a vague term; I thought 
three years would be enough, and the 
rigit lion, Gentleman svid, “Shall we, 
in order to m et the right hon. Gentle- 
man, split the difference, and say four 
vears/” But here we are again in the 
same position, the sime concessions 
made, the same demands froin this side 
of the House, and not an inch further 
forward than we were belore. I ask in 
these circumstances what should be done 
by a well-disposed and straightforward 
Government ? I have said already that 
it is absurd to suppose you can root up 
after nine vears without any qualification 
whatever an arrangement of this kind. 
No one that I am aware of has proposed 
to do that: but I do think that pressure 
should be put on the Government, to use 
a colloquial phrase, “to hurry up” and 
not to allow so much water to flow under 
the bridge before they tackle this ques- 
tion, the urgency and importance of 
which they themselves admit. I trust 
that the right hon. Gentleman will again 
apply that saving pripciple of statesman- 
ship which he adopted four years ago, 
and will split the difference and modify 
to that extent the limit of time for which 
this Bill is to prevail. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or trHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, K.): The right hon. 
Gentleman has asked what should be 
done by well-meaning and straightforward 
mein in dealing with this measure. Every 
one will admit that the right hon. 
Gentleman comes under the definition of 
a well-meaning and straightforward man. 
The right hon, Gentleman’s position, 
however, is that the Bill should not be 
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opposed, but that an appeal should be 
made to the Government to cut down the 
four years and convert the period into 
two. Ido not think that much would be 
gained by that, and I do not know 
whether the experience of the past shows 
that there is likelv to be much gain. 
The right hon. Gentleman reproaches us 
with not having in the last four years 
carried out a large scheme of local 
taxation reform. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


Following five years before. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will not go 
into the wav in which we have used the 
time of the House. But each session we 
were told that we were overcrowding the 
Speech from the Throne with legislation ; 
and we have not been more fortunate 
than our predecessors in carrying through 
all the programme we have suggested 
from time to time, though I think we 
have come nearer to the goal than any 
of those who have held office before. 
The right hon. Gentleman speaks in an 
airy, irresponsible manner of the facility 
of dealing with local taxation, though my 
right hon, friend, in introducing the Bill, 
pointed ont that in the first place vou 
must have as a preliminary measure a 
Valuation Bill. [| do not know what 
view the right hon, Gentleman takes of 
the facility of passing such a Bil. I 
think that it would be a much less easy 
task than he at present realises. But 
even then you only come to the threshold 
of the question as to how vou are to deal 
with the problem of local taxation itself ; 
and here the right hon. Gentleman 
indicated why he thinks it is so very easv 
amatter. He speaks of the question as 
a readjustment of local burdens. The 
right hon. Gentleman will tind that hard 
enough by itself, but it is much more 
than that. Ido not believe that either 
he or any hon. Member will ever deal 
with the subject as one of the readjust- 
ment of local burdens pure and simple. 
It cannot be so treated. The right hon. 
Gentleman also spoke with very states- 
manlike moderation of the extreme 
difficulty of attacking vested interests, 
interests once set up, and the bitterness 
of feeling and friction which attends any 
such measure, What is his own idea of 


the reforms of local taxation? It is to 
Mr, A. J. Belfour. 
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attack every vested interest in the 
country. All those who at present pay 
too little will have to pay more, and those 
who pay too much will be relieved, no 
doubt. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire. South 
Molton): That is not attacking them. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is what the 
right hon. Gentleman described as at- 
tacking vested interests. I take the 
right hon. Gentleman’s vocabulary and 
it ought to be sufficient for the hon. 
Member. No Government can venture 
on any readjustment of local taxation 
among the different ratepayers unless they 
can smooth the progress by some con- 
tribution from Imperial funds. Nor is 
this theoretically unjust. On the con- 
trary, it is unquestionably and intrinsic- 
ally just. There are cbjections legiti- 
mately made to the present mode of 
grants in aid of local rates, and financial 
purists may object to the method. But 
if we take our eye off the mere question 
of technical method and look at the broad 
equities of the case, it is preposterous, 
in a country in which the needs of civiliza- 
tion throw more and more burdens on 
the local taxpayer, that that local tax- 
payer should be the owner and occupier 
of real property. It cannot be justified 
on any ground of broad equity. That 
gross natural injustice of the present 
state of things will meet inevitably any 
Government which tries to deal with this 
question in the broad, comprehensive 
spirit so easy to talk about and so diffi- 
cult to carry out; and if the right hon. 
Gentleman and his friends deal with 
the subject in that spirit they will have 
even a more unpleasant time of it than 
I think, for other reasons, may be in 
store for them. But the truth is, that 
the right hon. Gentleman, quite rightly 
from his own point of view, only desires 
to get out legitimately of the rather deli- 
cate situation in which the extreme and 
almost factious violence of ten years ago 
put him and his friends, I think that 
he has got out of that position with grace 
and dignity. He has curbed, temporarily 
at least, his haste. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
No, no! My feelings are entirely un- 
changed. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was talking 
of his policy, not of his feelings. I con- 
gratulate the right hon, Gentleman on the 
statesmanlike wisdom and moderation of 
his speech. IfI have-some criticisms to 
make on the rough sketch he has made 
of the kind of Bill, comprehensive, 
universal, to give advantage and content 
to every class in the community, and if 
I have commented adversely on his 
zeneral views of this great subject, that 
loes not diminish the admiration which 
I express for the facility with which he 
has extricated himself and his friends 
‘rom a position which at one moment 
looked as if it might be difficult. 
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Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said hon. 
Members on his side of the House 
hell more strongly than ever their 
opinion on the measure, and he had 
ventured to place an Amendment to the 
Second Reading on the Paper, which 
atticked the crudeness and unfairness of 
the method contained in the proposals 
now introduced for the second time, and 
which set forth an alternative method of 
giving the needed assistance. In sub- 
mitting the Amendment he trusted that 
at any rate, although they might not 
be able to defeat this policv of “drift 
and dole,” they would be able to show 
that there was a method which would be 
more satisfactory, more equitable, and by 
which the admitted difficultv might be 
dealt with. This Bill had been introduced 
without even the condescension of a ten 
miniites address from the Minister of the 
Crown in charge of it. Let the House re- 
member that the first Billon this subject 
was introduced in 186, and was brouzht 
in avowedly as a temporary measure 
pending the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission which was then sitting. That 
Commission had long since made its 
Report, and vet the Government a second 
time asked for a renewal of this Act 
without showing the faintest sign of 
acting on the Report. There appeared 
to be less signs now of bringing in any 
coinprehensive or satisfactory measure 
than there was in 1901, yet surely in the 
period that had intervened the crudity 
and unfairness of this proposal had been 
established beyond question. 
to the unfairness between 
themselves in different 
on different kinds of 


Kirst as 
vwriculturists 


‘ocalities and 
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land. This Bill dealt with many 
varieties of land. They had land rented 
as low as 5s. per acre—land which 


was barely able to, even if it could, bear 
the tithes charged upon it. Then they 
had the average land rented at about 
25s, an acre, and they had land rented at 
50s. an acre, such as was to be found 
in prosperous dairy-iarming districts of 
Cheshire. Lastly, they had suburban land 
rented at £5 per acre. Thos» lands alike 
received relief under this Bill, but in 
what proportioas ? Did the poorest land 
receive the most and the richest land 
receive the least? It was the exact 
opposite. The greatest relief was given 
where it was the least needed, and the 
least relief was given where it was the 
most needed. The weak land in Essex 
and East Anglia, which had been the 
hardest hit by the importation of cheap 
food from foreign countries, and whose 
necessity gave rise to this Bill, should 
have received the greatest part of its 
benefits, but it had received the least, thus 
proving that relief was given out accord- 
ing toriches and not according to poverty. 
The unfairness could be established out 
of the mouth of the Government itself. 
The evidence given before the Royal 
Commission by the present Secretary to 
th» Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman) some time 
after the Act had been in operation 
showed it. The hon. Member in reply 
to questions said — 

“It is a bad method I cannot say 
that [ think it is entirely satisfactory because 
the relief is given to the land which is 
best able to bear the burden—that gets the 
most relief; and the land which is least able 
to bear the burden gets the least relief. That 
is inseparable from this form of relief, and that 
is one of the reasons, | suppose, why it was 
made only temporary.” 

In spite of that evidence the Govern- 
ment came a second time to ask for that 
form of relief. Another member of the 
Government giving evidence before the 
Commission was the Deputyv-Chairm in 
oi Cominittees (Mr. Jeffreys) who stated— 





“No, what I say is that, unfortunately, on 
the poor land where the assessment is low—I 
know land, for instance where the assessment 
is only 5s. an acre, and the rates per acre 
therefore are very low indeed—the relief that 
we get is very small.” 

Aneminent agriculturist gave similar 
evidence and said— 

“T eannot say that I think the principle 
upon which the Agricultural Rating Act was 
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passed last year was altogether wise. It gives 
the minimum of help where most is wanted, 
It chietly goes to help the rates where the help 
is least needed.” 

between the different 
classes of ratepayers in the rural districts 
there was equal crudity and equal unfair- 
ness. The relief given under this Act was 
limited io the amount required to pay 
one-half of the agricultural! rates on the 
lan! when the Act was first passed. The 
results had been very disastrous in rural 
distiicts because it made in the case of 
all future increase of rates a double 
burden on that class of property. It 
had established a heavier burden on 
houses. They had been hearing recently 
ot better acconmodaticn for the agricul- 
tura! labourer, and of measures to keep 
them from leing driven out of rural 
districts into the towns. and yet they had 
an Act which would press more heavils 
than before on houses in rural districts. 
Even ia:mers through their own buildings 
and improvements found their burdens 
doubled by this Act. In the par’sh of 
Brockworth 117 persons had their rates 
raised, whilst only sixteen persons received 
any benefit under the Act. The rates in 
the parish of Langport, in Somersctshire, 
had been increased by fourpence in the 
pound on other clesses of property 
owing to the operation of this Act. Then 
in the county of Buckinghamshire a table 
had been prepared showing that the total 
increased charge due to the operation of 
this Act on cther classes of property 
had been £8,408 during the last five years. 
One of the things which agriculturists 
were attempting to do at the present 
time was to bring about co-operation 
and the increase of dairy farming in order 
to compet» with the imports coming from 
Denmark, and vet the very operation of 
this Act was to throw heavier burdens on 
every farmer and landowner. 


‘ 1 
Secondly, as 


Then as between the owner and 
occupier they had a similar state of 
injustice. The right hon. Member for 
West Bristol (Sir Michael Hicks Beach), 
when Chancellor of the Exchequer, gave 
his opinion on that point very clearly. 
He said— 

“In my belief—and I have always said so— 
it will be a benefit to the English farmer 
certainly at first, probably for the whole time of 
its operation; but when fresh tenancies are 
created, when there is a change in tenancies. 
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between landlord and tenant, if the chance 
should be more in favour of the landlord than 
at present, then no doubt—I think it is admitted 
—the owner of the land wil! have an advan- 
tage.” 

All the time these renewals went on 
new tenancies were created, and wit}; 
each renewal more went to the owner 
and less went to the cccupier. Yet | 
had been the occupiers who had borne 
the burden of the depression in agricul- 
ture in recenttimes. There could be no 
manner of question that nine-tenths of the 
burden had been borne by the tenants, 
The evidence of the Agricultural Commis- 
sion had been overwhelming on that 
point. Thev had the evidence of Mr. 
Pringle, with regard to the county of 
Northamptonshire, dealing with a long 
series of farmers’ budgets, and that gentle- 
man pointed out that all the profits over 
a certain number of farms in that series 
were £4,900, whilst the total vent paid 
to the landlords was £36,571. Mr. Pringle 
gave a series of cases in different counties 
in England showing how reduction onrents 
had been in no way comparable to the 
loss sustained by the tenants owing to the 
depression in agriculture, and showing in 
the whole series the profits to the farmers 
had been Is. 3d. per acre, whilst the rents 
paid by them amounted to 24s. 3d. At 
the present time there was a proposal! fer 
putting the farmer into the position of 
the owner of the soil. He could not say 
he was much in favour of such a proposal 
at the present time, but the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Bordesley had 
brought ina large scheme of land purchase 
in order to do away with the dual owner- 
ship of land in England, and he would 
point out that one scrious result of the 
continuance of this unsatisfactory policy 
was that all such proposals as that which 
was now under consideration made it 
more difficult to carry out a scheme of 
that kind, because, as was seen in Ireland, 
they were now purchasing from the land- 
lcrds their holdings at an increased value 
owing to a dole having been added to 
the capital value of the land. Jt was a 
most unsatisfactory policy. A few years 
avo they had to make a purchase on behalf 


| of the War Office, and theyfound then how 


the price had been run up by the action 
which this House had taken. The hon. 
Member ior King’s Lynn gave some very 


especially in the present state of the market as | usefu! fizures upon that subject. He 
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found that the price paid by the War 
Office for the purchase of land required 
in the neighbourhood of Salisbury Plain 
was out of all proportion to its value for 
the purpeses of taxation. In thee 
the estate of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Bristol the value jor 
estate duty amounted to £43,700, whereas 
the price paid by the War Office was 
£93411, and no doubt there were many 
sin ilar ¢ 


case of 


cases. 


\s between the town and country 
iso this Bull was unjust. The policy 
yf paying rates out of taxes meant 
that the poor were made to pay for the 
relief of the rich. In sid to the 


Exche ‘quer grants it had been estimated 
that the result was that every man rated 
it less than £40 was condemned to pay 
out of his taxes money for the relief of 
those who were rated at a bigher figure. 
In the case of the agric iltural rates’ it 
was a positive hardship to those in the 
When they examined the 
accommodation land in the 
neighbourhood of the great towns, they 
found a very different state of things. 
Such land was only rated at one-fourth of 
its annual rental value, and its rental 
value was out of all proportion to its real 
or capital value. The rateable value of 
land in the neighbourhood of Bristol 
which came under this Act was £12,476, 
There was probably not an acre of that 
land which was not worth at least £400 
or £500, much of it was ripe for building 
and worth £1,000 or £1,500 anacre. Yet 
in regard to that land the poorest wage- 
earners were being taxed in order to 
relieve the rich. 


great cities, 


case ot 


They could not get away from the fact 
that dealing with a question of this kind 
in this way was unjust. In all respects 
the method established by this Act was 
unfair and unequal with regard to every 
lass which had to pay taxes. The real 
iact was that the farmer was taxed on 
his raw material and his improvements. 
Every effort of industry and intelligence 
which he put into his calling went to the 
owner of the land. It must be remem- 
bered that there were certain obligations 
placed upon the land of this country, 
certain duties to be carried out, obligations 
which were, in fact, a first charge upon the 
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land long before they had any idea of 
rent. In early days, when grants were 
ade by the Crown, there was the 
obligation to maintain the Army and the 
snd to upho'd the Church, which at 
time was the centre oi education. 
owner- 


por, 
that 
Those services with regard to the 
ship of land were not in their essence 
taxes at all, thev were the reserved 
portion of the grant made by the State 
to the landowner, and if those burdens 
were moved off the shoulders of the 
owner on to those of the general tax- 
payer it was confiscation of that portion 
of the grant that the State specially 
reserved, and the community was doubly 
wronged. It had to pay rent for 
its own property and to pay taxes to 
increase its own rent. Those were the 
hers ae duties of owners for the dis- 
charge of which their privileges were 
granted. It was hard on the tenants who 
were rated and rented on their own exer- 
tions. What was required was that justice 
should be done to the tenint. It was 
necessary to remove from his shoulders 
the burdens which ought to be spread 
over the country as a whole in propor- 
tion to the benefit recceived from them, 
The occupier of land required to be put 
in a position where he would not any 
longer be rated for improvements which 
he himself made. This point was well 
illustrated by the case of some fruit 
growers in Perthshire who rented at £2 
an acre some pasture land upon which 
they established a fruit-growing industry, 
and made it so successful that they 
required more land. But the owner 
asked £10 an acre for the land, and it 
was upon that £10 they would have been 
rated had the industry been capable of 
sustaining so heavy a burden. Thus the 
unfortunate tenant was both rented and 
rated on the improved methods he might 
introduce, and until this difficulty was 
dealt with in a thorough manner there 
could be no satisfactory solution of the 
question, and small holdings, co-opera- 
tion, and so forth would only tend to de- 
ivat their own object. He had known cases 
of farms being cut up into small holdings, 
new buildings erected, and land made 
twice or three times as productive, and 
the only result had been to increase the 
crushing burden of rates and taxes on 
the improvements. 
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The essentials of a just system of 
local taxation were a national distri- 
bution of national services; a fair allo- 
cation to owners of land of ser- 
vices which were in their essence a 
just charge on the land—which would 
mean a distribution xccording to the 


value of the land in the various dis- 
tricts concerned; a reduction of the 
burdens on tenant farmers, and the 


prevention of the burdens falling on their 
own improvements. Both in Scotland 
and in Ireland the plan had long since 
been adopted of sharing these burdens 
between owner and occupier, and there 
was surely nothing very revolutionary in 
suggesting that some such system might 
be introduced in England and Wales. 
The arbitrary division in halves between 
the owner and the occupier was a crudity 
in some respects corresponding to the 
present system, but he believed a scheme 
could be devised whereby a division 
could be made on scientific and equitable 
lines, so that the owner should bear his 
proper burdens, and the tenant those 
burdens of which he himself obtained the 
benefit. An Amendment in this direc- 
tion, moved by the hon. Member for Kast 
Northampton when the Act was first 
before the House, was defeated by the 
Unionist Party; he hoped they had now 
learnt to look more favourably on the 
proposal. He could conceive of no satis- 
factory way of dealing with these national 
services without to some extent pooling 
the great land values of our cities. 
For instance, agriculture ought not to be 
called upon to bear the chief share of the 
burden of main roads, the use of which 
belonged more to the inhabitants of cities 
than to the dwellers in the country. He 
believed a scheme ought to be, and could 
be, devised, whereby all such national 
services should be placed on one fund to 
which town and country contributed, not 
in proportion to area, but according to 
benefit received, and he knew of no better 
test of the benefit received than the 
value of the land in the respective 
districts. That in itself would bring 
great relief of burdens to the agricultural 
districts, but the relief would be founded 
on justice and not on charity. 


He had ventured to put his Amendment 
before the House in the hope that when the 
time camc round for this matter to be 
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reconsidered there might be put forward 
a cumprehensive ard thorough proposa! 
which would not have the unfair result 
of the present Act. A dying Govern- 
ment could not be expected to deal 
with the matter; they had had their op- 
portunity twice over and had neglected 
it. The Act would have to be renewed, 
but he hoped it would be for a very short 
period, and that then the question would 
be faced and dealt with in a satisfactory 


manner, Nothing at present prevented 
the advance of agriculture and the 


development of agricultural districts so 
much as the question of local taxation, 
and he hoped the House would join in 
condemning the continuation of the 
policy of doles, It was not inconsistent 
for any Member who believed in tke allo- 
cation of the burdens between owners 
and occupiers as a proper solution of the 
question to vote for his Amendment, 
although a temporary supporter of the 
measure itself. He begged to move the 
Amendment of which he had given notice, 
and he hoped the debate would be 
devoted more to the threshirg out of a 
solution of the question than to the mere 
temporary renewal of the Act. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) seconded the Amendment because 
it contained a direct challenge to the 
general policy of the Act and gave the 
House an opportunity of discussing one 
alternative to the proposal which the 
Government for the third time were 
bringing forward. rom the haste with 
which the Government had brought in a 
mere continuation Bill, it was pretty 
clear it was a prelude to an election. 
But whether or not this was an election 
Bill, the Act which it proposed to renew 
was the only thing done by the Govern- 
ment during its ten years of office which 
had even the appearance of a measure fo! 
the relief of either rural or urban rate- 
payers. It was not a very magnificent 
record. It meant that there had been 
handed over to a particular industry 
rather more than £1,500,000 per annum, 
which would otherwise have gone to the 
relief of the general taxpayer. It wa: 
only a shilling an acre, though it was 
true the Government began by holding 
out to the farmer the hope that it was 
only the beginning of greater things. In 
1296 they would not do more because & 
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Royal Commission was inquiring into the | 
question of local taxation; in 1901 they | 
asked for a renewal pending the considera- | 
tion of the Report of that Royal Commis- 

sion; and now they asked for a further | 
renewal—he supposed pending the for- | 
getting of that Report. At any rate there | 
was no promise, hint, or pretence on the | 
part of the Government that there was | 
any larger policy to which this Act was | 
leading which would embrace the whole | 
question of the burden of rates and help | 
all ratepayers instead of only one par- | 
ticular class. This was the end, as 

it was the beginning, of the Conservative 

policy ; its friends would be able to say of 

the Government, “ Rest in peace. They | 
gave the farmer a shilling an acre,” 
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not always expect the urban taxpayer to 
go ol paying increased taxation for the 


sike of benefiting agriculturists. It was 
less likely that the town ratepayer 
would sanction an extension oi this 


process when half the Party opposite were 
trying to impress upon him that he was 
being ruined through the decadence of 
industries in towns. The outery 
against the rates in towns was every day 
becoming more and more marked, and 
more subventions was a thing that could 
not possibly be thought of. But although 
agriculturists were unwilling to relinquish 
the advantage they got under this Bill 
they despaired just as much at the burden 
of the rates. If more relief was going to 
be given it should be given all round to all 


the 


| ratepayers upon some scientific and more 


But that was not all. Other measures | 
bad been passed since this Act was first in- | 
troduced. The President of the Local Govy- | 
ernment Board had said that the Govern- 
ment had not had leisure to deal with 
the whole question of rating. But they | 
had not done very much during the last 
three years. All the measures of im- 
portance they had passed were those 
dealing with licensing, the Sugar Conven- 
tion, the imposing and the taking off of 


vey 


the corn duty, and education. What | 
had been the effect of the Education 
Act on the farmer? All the advan- | 


tage which it was claimed he could | 
have reaped froin the Agricultural Rates | 
Act had been more than abolished by 
the large increase of rates which had 
tuken place from one end of their 
county districts to the other. He had 
the honour of being a member of the 
Northumberland County Council and he 
knew what the outcry of the farmers was 
there. He could assure the House that 
they were quite as noisy against the 
rates as they were before the Act was 
passed. The farmers were the only 
class the Government had catered for, 
and yet they were still asking for larger 
consideration and more subventions from 
the Government. That was the way in 
which they hoped to meet the increase in 
the rates. He thought it would be some- 
What of a miscalculation if the farmers 
thought that, in the next decade, it would 
be as easy to get relief out of the tax- 
payer, because they would not always 
have a Government in power dominated 
by the landlord interest, and they could 








reasonable plan which would attract the 
support of the towns. He did not think 
that many hon. Members regarded the 
method by which these subventions were 
given as either reasonable or logical, and 
he did not gather from the President of 
the Local Government Board that he 
thought that this was a satisfactory 


system. 


A system of distribution was wanted, 
in the first place, which would 
enable those districts which wanted it 
most to get the relief. Quotations had 
been given in which a member of the 
Government and the hon. Member for 
Basingstoke had declared that the dis- 
tricts relieved most were those which 
least required it, and that those dis- 
tricts where agricultural depression was 
greatest were relieved the least. He 
thought they ought to turn for advice on 
this question to the Hamilton-Murray 
Report of the Local Taxation Committee, 
That was a Report with which Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh entirely agreed, and 
what was more, it was a scheme for 
distributing the national subventions 
which the Government themselves 
practically adopted when they gave the 
increased education grant under the Act 
of 1902. They made a proposal to give 
a fixed and increased contribution for 
national services to all unions, urban and 
rural alike. It was a proposal to give 
two kinds of grants—(1) a primary grant 
in order to bring the rate under a certain 
figure and administered so as to give 
most relief to the most needy districts ; 
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and (2) a grant towards excess expendi- 
ture. The result would be that the 
Jargest proportional grant would be 
given to the poor and economically 
administered districts and the smallest 
to the wealthy and extravagant. If 
they went on giving larger grants 
to local authorities because the rate- 
payers were becoming more and more 
discontented with the burden of the rates, 
where were they going to get the money 
from? The Government were getting it 
from the ordinary taxpayer. That was 
just where this Amendment differed from 
the proposal of the Government and from 
the Amendment of the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Somerset. He thought that 
the ordinary taxpayer paid enough 
already and national economy was 
required. He was proposing a national 
readjustment of the burdens on land 
by taxing the permanent value of 


land in order that the taxation on 
improvements and buildings was to 
some extent relieved. A great many 


of them who supported a policy of 
this kind disliked a great part oi the rates 
upon real property quite as much as 
hon. Gentlemen opposite. In his view 
the rates which at the present time, under 
the ordinary system of assessment. fell 
upon the improvenients put into the land 
or on the land seemed to him the most 
vicious and des‘ructive kind of tax 
they had got. It was impossible to devise 
a worse tax than that part of the rates 
which fell upon the improvements put 
into the land or on the houses built upon 
the land. The same principle applied in 
the case of towns in the present taxes on 
improvements. In towns industries were 
hampered and houses were fewer because 
of the high taxes put upon mills and 
houses. It was just the same in the 
country where the enterprising farmer or 
the landlord pué capital into the land, for 
he was mulcted in rates upon his improve- 
ments, and this was the reason why the 
burden of the rates was felt so much. 


What they were now asking the House 
to consider was the placing more and more 
of the taxation upon the permanent and 
unimproved value of the lend which 
would not rise in exact proportion to the 
amount of capital put into the land or to 
the extent to which it was improved. 
There was an impression abroad that in 
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proposing this kind of taxation they 
wished to put a new and larger tax upon 
the cultivators of the land. He was con- 
stantly hearing of what he would call 
‘the finishing touch”? argument, which 
urged that if they put any more taxation 
upon land they would put the tinishing 
touch to that class of property which was 
suffering from  gricultural depression. 
He had received a letter from a country 
gentleman in which he s1id— 

“*T have had this estate thrown on my hands 
twice over in a ruinous condition, and not being 
rich enough to incur such heavy losses a third 
time, I am farming five farms out of six, ata 
loss, but not so great a loss as the former 
tenants caused me, owing to the agricultural 
depression. On the sixth farm, formerly let at 
£620 a vear, I have received less than £200 4 
year for the last twelve years on ‘he average, 
besides having had to spend an average of some 
£6) a year on upkeep. The tithes and rent- 
charges run away with another £150 a year. 
If you succeed in imposing another land tax on 
it, I will get my trustees to make ycu a present 
of it if you do not take care. In any case I 
promise you that my sense of justice will not 
permit of my paying another land tax, if I have 
to form a rebellion of only one, nor shall I be 
altogether passive.” 

He was sure hon. Members would have 
respect for that man’s sufferings. He 
did not know all the circumstances, and 
he did net know what the condition of 
his estate was, but he might very easily 
be a man who would very considerably 
gain by the proposals contained in this 
Amendment. Supposing his land was 
realiv of verv much less intrinsic value 
than a few vears ago, ani supposing it 
was the unimproved value that was 
going down, and he had been putting a 
good deal of capital into ir in order to 
keep his head above water, he would 
be a gainer by this proposa', because its 
object was to try and get taxation taken 
off such capital which had been put into 
the land, and if thev based the taxation 
upon the unimproved value, if that land 
went down in value of course the 
taxation would be reduced. It seemed 
prepos'erous, taking land in Essex, which 
notoriously was hardly of any value, 
that rates should be raised on such land 
to any extent. If land was of no value 
it ought to have no rates, and if a man 
came along to spend capital upon it, if 
he took this useless and valueless land 
and put money into it, it was very foolish 
that the nation should put local burdens 
on him and tax him on the capital value 
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which he chose to put into that land. 
His object was to exempt that kind of 
man from taxation. 


The other side of the question was | 
fall, | 
and whose taxes ought to be increased | 


where ought the taxation to 
in order to make up for the remission 
of taxation in this direction? In no 
case ought the tax on land which 
was being put to a good or better use 
to be increased. If they based taxation 
more on the unimproved value of land, 
there were certain classes whose taxes 
would tend to be increased. 
was first of all the landlord who was 
neglecting his estate—the landlord who 
was putting no capital into it, allowing 
bal farming to continue, and letting the 
vaue of the lind fall, not because the 
general value was falling, but because 
he was not working the estate properly. 
At the present time if an estate tell in 


ge 


There | 


| a water-supply scheme in prospect, had 
| never had any particular value / 
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value because it was not put to proper | 


and was not well farmed, the result 
was that the rates on that estate fell. 
Who had to mike it up? The neigh- 
bouring landlords who were working 


use 


their land well and putting plenty of | 
capital into it. The best criterion for 
riting was the intrinsic value of the 


land and not the way in which the land 
was used. What they wanted to do was 
to let off as far as possible the landowner 
whose land was being well used, and, if 
they liked, to penalise the man who was 
not using his land well, 


Then there was land round towns or 
villages which was fit for building. He 


| be 
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about the condition of housing in the 
villages. One of the reasons oi that 
condition was the difficulty of getting 
land, whether by the local authorities or 
individuals, Then there was land which 
was wanted for public improvements. 
Everyone in the House could probably 
call to mind cases where enormous prices 
had been paid by corporations in order 
to get land for, say, waterworks. What 
ought corporations to pay if they went 
into some wild district which had been a 
sheep run? What ought they to pay in 
reason for land which, until there was 


Obvi- 
ously they only ought to pay very little 
above the agricultural value of the land. 
But the lindlord, owing to his monopoly, 
was often able to ask eighty or ninety 
years purchase. That land ought to 
taxed on its selling value. That 
would mean, if public authorities could not 
get land at reasonable prices, the land- 
lords would have to pay rates on the 
of the selling value. The other day 
in Northumberland the local autherity 


| had to buy land in the neighbourhood of 


pit villag s for schools under the Educa- 
tion Act. The land round about these 
villages was often going for Is. 6d. or 2s. 
a square yard, but the local authority 
had to pay 5s. a squire vard in order to 
get land to put up schools, If land were 
taxed on its selling value two things 
would be done. It would be mide easy 


| for local authorities or individuals to get 


addressed an argument to the House on | 


Friday on the subject of the rating of land 
valves and carried hon. Members withhim. 
At any rate, the Second Reading of the 
Bill he introduced was carried by 

majority of ninety. His argument then 
went to show that they ought to tax more 
than they did land on the outskirts oi 
towns which was fit for building on and 
which was wanted for buildings by the 
people, There was no magic in the parti- 
cular boundary line of an urban district or 
town. Exactly the same was true of 
villages from one end of the country or 
the other, There was land round villages 
which very often would be used for 
building if it were taxed on its selling 
value and so brought into the mark=t 
ior building. They were always talking 


| 
| 


| 





land at reasonable prices, and also to get 
in the neighbourhood of towns and 
villages a larger revenue for local pur- 
poses. There was land near railway 
stations which was fit for the purposes of 
industrial development, but which did 
not now come into market. 


At the present time there was a healthy 
panic in the country at the fact that we 
were becoming a town-bred nation, andone 
of the forms which that panic was taking 
was the outery for garden cities, and for 
having industries in the country instead 
of the towns. There was only one way in 
which any large part of the industries 
could be taken into the country. There 
was an advantage for almost all our 
industries in being in towns because of 
the nearness of communication to the 
centres of business, There must be some 
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economic compensation to the industries 
if they were to be taken ont of the towns 
and plied in the country. The only 
real compensation there could be was 
that land ought to be cheaper in the 
country, But what was the case now ? 
Land constantly could not be got in the 
country by those who wanted to take 
industries there. Tf a man wanted a 
piece of land close by a railway station 
he was asked a prohibitive price for it; 
it was a mere chance if he could get cheap 
land there. Ii land were rated at its 
selling price the landlord would not be 
able to hold it, and when it was wanted 
for industrial purposes it would be obtain- 
able at a reasonable price. He asked the 
House to consider whether they ought not 
rather to do justice than to give charity, 
whether their chief object ought not to be 
to remove the real burden upon land, 
that was to say, the taxation on improve- 
ments snd everything put into the land, 
and to tax instead, as could be done with 
perfect safety, the unimproved value of 
the land, because that was a permanent 
factor which could not be altered by any- 
thing except the general activity of the 
population, 

Amendment proposed— 

“ro leave out trom the word ‘That’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘No bill dealing with the severe burden of the 
local rates on the agricultural industry will be 
satisfactory or afford permanent relief which 
does not provide for a contribution payable by 
the owners of land based on its selling value, 
and utilise the fund so provided to relieve the 
ratepayers of asubstantial portion of the bur- 
dens which result from the local payment of 
national services and from the incidence of 
existing rates on buildings and improvements, 
instead of adopting the crude and unfair method 
of paying halt the rates on agricultural land out 
of the Imperial Exchequer’ (Jr. IWhitley.)- 
instead thereof.” 

Quest on proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
said that, as the author of the Bill of 1896, 
he might be allowed to intervene for a 
few moments in the debate. The hon. 
Member for the Elland Division was good 
enough to say that this Bill was the only 
thing the Conservative Party had done 
in ten years for the rural ratepayers of 
England. Even if the statement were 
true—and he should be inclined to doubt 
it—it was not a bad record even after 
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ten years of office. By this one measure 
alone they had reduced the burden of the 
rates paid by that particular class 50 per 
cent. What had the Party opposite ever 
done to compare with that with regard to 
this particular class, although they had 
been in power quite as long as the Con- 
servative Party during the time he had 
been in the House of Commons? The 
hon. Member for the Elland Division went 
on to say that when this Bill was passed 
it would be the end of Conservative 
policy in this direction for the present, 
lf he was right in that statement, there 
was all the more reason for passing this 
Bill as quickly as they could, for if there 
was one thingin the world that farmers 
might be certain of, it was that they 
would never get anything of this sort 
from hon. Gentlemen opposite. 

He rejoiced to hear the announcement 
ofthe right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 


the Opposition that he was not going to 
offer opposition to this Bill. He con- 


gratulated the right hon. Gentleman on 
that decision whatever he might think 
of his consistency, and, indee Ty he could 
hardly believe his ears when he remem- 
bered the weary hours through which 
they were kept night after night, and on 
two different occasions all night, by 
the most obstructive Opposition that 
he had ever known during the time he 
had been a Member of the House of 
Commons. The right hon. Gentleman 
had told them that all his objections to 
the Bill remained as strong as ever they 
were in the past, which under the cir- 
cumstances was somewhat surprising. 
What were these objections? That it 
was grossly unjust, that it was inequit- 
able, that it could not be otherwise than 
most ineffective, and that it would be 
most unfair in its operation, and, lastly, 
that it was nothing but a dole to 
the landlords from which the farmers 
would not benefit by a single iota. If the 
condemnation of the Bill was true—he 
denied it at the time and he denied 
it again to-day—and if those iniquities 
had been allowed to proceed during & 
period of nine years, what was it that 
naturally followed? Why! that the 
sooner, of course, that these iniquitics 
were repealed the better! To-night the 
Opposition sang a very different song. 
What he had understood from the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman was, that the 
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doles to the landlor:is and all the iniqui- 
ties they had complained of in regard to 
this Act, had only to be allowed to continue 
sufficiently long to become virtues instead 
of the vices which they denounced. 

He remembered, . as if it were 
vesterday, the rapturous cheers with 
which one attack in particular on 
that side of the House was received 
by Gentlemen opposite. It was made 
by an hon. Member who was now a 
prominent and rising Member of the 
Liberal Party; he meant the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs. He 
was not going to detain the House by any 
long quotations, but would merely give a 
concrete instance to the House of the 
iniquities which that hon. Gentleman 
said would follow from the Bill. That 
hon. Gentleman stated that taking the 
rentals ef the Ministers, as the authors of 
the Bill, they would benefit to the extent 
of £67,000 a vear, and he was good enough 
to tell him that his share would be £700. 
His own experience was this, that after a 
permanent reduction in the rental, which 
had been nearer 70 than 60 per cent., at 
the very next rent day after the passing 
of the Bill he had to make a further 
remission of 10 per cent. in his rents, 
and the last rent day he had 
to inake another remission. So much, as 
ainatter of fact, for what had happened to 
laidlords as compared with the amazing 
fictions of the hon. Member for 
Carnarvon Boroughs. And all this was 
being done, said the hon. Gentleman, to 
relieve the distress of the farmer, the real 
fact being that the landlord had ‘“‘ bled him 
to the last drop of his blood.” He had had 
quite recently some opportunities of 
learning a good deal about the truth of 
this matter. He happened to be chair- 
min o! the Agricultural Committee of 
the Tariff Commission. and a number of 


on 


gentlemen had come before them as 
witnesses from a great number of 
counties, in England, Scotland, and 


Wales, selected not by the Commis- 
sioners but by the great agricultural 
societies in the country, and there 
had been the most remarkable and 
almost unanimous testimony of opinion 
he had ever heard before any Com- 


mittee or Commission, and he had 
served on many, as to who had been 


the real recipients of the benefits of the 
Act. Out of all these witnesses it would 
be found that, with one or two single 
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exceptions, no one had ever heard of a 
landlord attempting to intercept the 
advantages of the Act, and that they 
had no doubt the farmers had enjoyed 
them all to the full. 

Whether it were the possible approach 
of the election which had contributed 
to what he could only describe as 
this eleventh hour recantation on the 
part of the Leader of the Opposition ; 
whatever the motive was he thought 
the right hon. Gentleman was wise, for 
opposition to the renewal of the Bill jus‘ 
now w'th anelection before them, might, 
he thought, be a little awkward for a good 
many hon. Members on that side of the 
House. Many of those Gentlemen were 
always professing their desire to do 
something, to arrest the rural exodus to 
the towns. ‘“ Back to the land’’ was 
a leading item in their policy. It was 
one of their fxvourite catch cries; what 
had they ever done to promote it 4 
Nothing that he was aware of, except to 
bitterly oppose a measure, which at least 
reduced the rates upon agricultural land 
by one hal! ; and to denounce it without 
ceasing ever since. Their Leader more- 
over declares that they maintain all 


their old objections to the Bill as 
strongly as ever. If they do—if 
they believe in them—:f they are 


sincere—then of course their duty is 
clear —to do their utmost to defeat it 
now; which would mean, of course, 
doubling the rates upon agricultural land, 
immediately after the Act expires next 
vear. The Member for the Elland 
Division and the Member for Halifax 
had Amendments down which, if carried, 
meant the destruction of the Bill and 
nothing else. Yet they professed to 
feel great interest in the welfare of the 
rural population. Personally, he hoped 
they would vote for them. The more they 
voted for them the better; it would teach 
the peopte of this country what they would 
have to expect from some Gentlemen who 
professed great interest in the welfare of 
the rural ratepayers of England. It 
would be «a nice ery for them to go to the 
country with—‘ Double the rates on 
agricultural property after March Ist 
next vear.” 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said he very much 
regretted that the hon. Member for 
Elland had chosen to meet this Bill with 
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a very elaborate and complicated Amend- 
ment, rather than simply moving that it 
should be read a second time that day 
six months hence. He, himself, held as 
strongly as ever he did some nine years 
ago, when the Agricultural Rating Act 
was first intro:!uced, the cruel wrong and 
grievous injustice which this Bill did to 
to a very large section of His Majesty’s 
subjects, viz., all the urban ratepayers 
and those who lived in populous cistricts. 
It seemed to him that that injustice and 
greivance hed been aggravated all the 
more because this Bill had been origin- 
ally passed as a merely temporary 
measure, and it had now become, by its 
repeated continuance, almost incorp.r- 
ated into the Statute- book of the 
country. He did not observe any real 
evidence of any intention, or inclination 
even, on the part of the Government of 
dealing further in the future with this 
great and pressing matter oi the reform 
of local taxation. 

The House would pardon him if he 
referred to the question of rates in 
towns. Hon. Gentlemen who repre- 
sented urban districts well knew how 
heavy and burdensome those rates 
were. He had ventured to cull the rates 
imposed on ten or a dozen of the large 
towns and cities in the country. In 
Newcastle they amounted to 5s. 2d. in 
the £; Portsmouth, 6s. 2d.; Bristol and 
Hull, 7s. 2d.; Cardiff, 7s. 3d.; Liverpool, 
73. 44d.; Brighton, Birmingham, and 
Nottingham, 7s. 6d.; Plymouth, 7s. 73d. ; 
Manchester, 7s. 8)d.; Leeds, 8s.; Krad- 
ford, 8s, 4d.; Southampton, 9s. 5d.; and 
Norwich, 9s. 7d. He knew full well that 
hon. Members opposite would urge tht 
regard should be paid to the facilities and 
advantages which those who lived in large 
towns obtained from the expenditure of 
those iarge sums of money derived from 
the rates. They pointed out that the 
ratepayers in towns enjoved fine main 
roads, excellent sanitary arrangements, 
sewage farms, watching and_ lighting. 
All these were paid for out of the rates. 
But he argued that there was no luxury in 
fine main roads and smooth pavements, 
no great advantage in complete sanitary 
arrangements. A sewage farm was not 
‘a thing of beauty and a joy for ever” — 
although all these things were necessary 
for the aggregation of population in the 
towns. He could assure the House that 
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the towns were not very extravagant 
in spending money on these objects, 
The expenditure under these heads was 
not incurred by the municipalities unless 
it was absolutely unavoidable. They 
waited until they were absolutely driven 
and forced by the Local Government 
Board to make it. He argued again, 
that towns were called upon, under this 
Bill, to contribute to make good in 
rural districts the rates that wer 
formerly levied on the land. It was 
all very well for the right hon. Member 
for Sleaford to sav that the Agricultural 
Rating Act had reduced the rates in 
counties by one-half. Well, were he a 
rural ratepayer he should think that 
a most excellent thing; but it had been 
done out of the pockets of the ratepayers 
in the towns, who had to pay even 
higher rates than those in the rural 
districts, An hon. Member who sat on 
that side of the House told lim , the 
other day that if the people in the towns 
were idiots enough to pay one-half of the 


‘rates in the rural districts, should thev 


not be much greater idiots in rural 
parts if they did not accept it. 

This Bill was founded on a wrong prin- 
ciple. The rates were purely local in 
their nature and character, and were not 
national in any shape or form. They 
were levied in any particular parish, dis- 
trict, or county in order to meet the ex- 
penditure of that parish, district, or 
county, such as for the poor, or for roads 
or Other expenses, They were entirely 
restricted to that lovality and to the 
district. It followed that the land in it- 
self was rated at too great a figure and 
that some other property had escaped the 
fair share of the burden which it ought 
to bear. That argument, if t-ue, might 
be no justification or bringing national 
resources to the rescue o! land, but it 
might be for some rectification of the 
burdens of rating in the special areas 
in which those rat s were levied. That 
was the course which ought to be 
followed. Why should the ratepayers of 
Leeds, Manchester, or Liverpool be called 
upon to pay taxably sums of money in 
order to reduce rates in Andover or rural 
districts in Devonshire or Cornwall, wth 
which they had no connection or sym- 
pathy. 

With regard to the allegation that 
the farmers and occupiers received this 
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benefit, he was inclined to hazard a 
doubt of it, and if hon. Members would 
carry their minds back to the state 
of affairs that existed previous to the 
passing of the Act of 1896 they would 
remeber that for some weeks before 
rent day one read in the newspapers, and 
more especially in those dealing with 
agricultural subjects, lists of landowners 
and landlords in various parts of the 
country who announced their decision to 
give some abatement or remission on the 
rents to be paid in the next rental. 
Those abatements and remissions went 
up to 25 per cent. But did anyone read 
now of such abatements? He had con- 
sistently read the newspapers, and had 
not seen for some years past any an- 
nouncements of that nature. What dd 
ean but that the tenant was in al- 
most the same position as before? In- 
stead of his relief coming from the land- 
lord, the State stepped in and tcok on its 
shoulders those remissions and abate- 
ments which previously the landlord had 
been bound to afford to the tenants in 
order to keep his land let. Would the 
tenants be worse off if the House refused 
to re-enact this measure? He ventured 
to argue that the landlords and land- 
owners would have to return to their 


it 1 


former course and again allow the 
abatements and remissions as before 
the passing of the Act. He did not 


believe that the tenant would suffer in 
the long run. 


They had heard from the right hon. 
Gentleman an elaboration of the two 
arguments previously placed before the 
House by the Chief Secretary for Treland, 
who said that in all these rating 
matters the House should have 
sileration for two points, viz., ability 
to pay and service rendered. Those 
were two new doctrines or gospels 
of very recent birth; they were formulated 
to give an air of verisimilitude to an 
otherwise bald and unconvincing narra- 
tive. He agreed that they ought to bring 
personal property into contribution 
towards expenditure. His objection was 
to any piecemeal and partial dealing 
with the subject. Why should an income 
of £100 a year obtained from land be 
treated differently to an income of 
£100 a year derived from cottages, or a 


con- 


public-house, a corn-mill, or any other | 
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business. The right hon. Gentleman 
could not say that the ability of the 
land to pay was less, because if it were 
not able to pay £100 a year, it would pay 
only £60 or £80. They must take it that 
the income derived from land was 
evidence that this land or property was 
able to pay the amount placed upon it. 
He suggested, therefore, that the argu- 
ment of “ability to pay” went by the 
board. If that part of the argument 
were not true, the other part of “ services 
rendered” was more ridiculous. Were 
they going to discriminate among the 
ratepayers according to the benefits they 
received ? Were they going to have a 
new classification of property on some 
sliding scale? If so, they must go 
further, and not only graduate and 
classify properties, but graduate and 
classify the people to whom they 
belonged. To state either argument was to 
show immediately the colossal absurdity 
of both of them. There was no doubt 
that the effect of the operations of the 
Act was bad. It was generally allowed 
that the relief under this Bill went where 
it was not wanted—to the rich land, 
instead of to the poor land that ought to 
enjoy the larger share. It was a re- 
enactment of the old state of affairs 
which provided that “to him that hath 
shall be given, but from him that hath not 
shall be taken away even that which he 
hath.” He ventured to think that, so 
long as they had the present Party in 
office, this would be not only the first 
but the last stage of reform. There was 
no indication or intention on the part of 
the Government really and honestly to 
take into consideration the whole question 
of the reform of local taxation. It the 
Government would promise to attempt 
to deal with this matter in a manner 
fair and equitable to all classes of 
property he would support them, but 
unless they had some such assurance he 
would not only vote against the Second 
Reading, but he would oppose the Bill to 
his utmost ability. 


&« 


Sirk EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, 8.) said he differed from the hon. 
Member for Halifax in the way in which 
the hon. Gentleman proposed to remed 
the present unfair system of rating. 
The hon. Gentleman, in the first 
instance, talked about the unfairness of 
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the present system between farmers and | 
farmers, and in the same breath he| 
talked about a “dole.” He had never 
heard farmers complain that the relief 
was greater in districts, where the 
rent was £2 or more an acre, than in 
districts where it was 5s. or 10s. per acre. 
Farmers never looked upon this question 
asa “dole.” If they looked upon it as 
a charity, it would have been right to 
have given greater relief where the land 
was the poorest. As regards fresh 
tenancies his experience had been that 
not the slightest alteration in rent had 
been made in consequence of the Act, 
and he believed all land owners 
would agree with him in saying that 
their agents when letting a farm did not 
for a moment take into consideration the | 
incidence of the Agricultural Rating Act. 
It was a fallacy to say that the rate had 
gone into the pockets of the owners, 
because if that were the fact they would | 
not have the farmers with one voice asking 
for a renewal of the Act. The farmers 
declared that the relief went direct to 
them and not to the owners. Ti the | 
argument was true that reduced rates 
Meant increased rent, it would be 
true also as regarded urban rates. 
The cry in the great cities, as well as_ 
in the country districts, was of the 
excessive burden of local taxation. The | 
oecupier was the person who suffered, 
and not the owner, and it was well known 
that in tewns the higher the rates the 
higher the rent where rates were com- | 
pounded. The argument might just 
as well be employed that it was no | 
use to reduce the taxation on food or 
on clothing, if it was taxed, because 
the workmen would just get less 
wages. Farmers and working men would 
repudiate any suggestion of that kind. 
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They were told by the hon. Member for 
Halifax that his Amendment was based on 
the principle of relieving agricultural land 
by taxing land at its unimproved value 
and without the buildings. The hon. 
Member for Halifax proposed that they 
should tax land upon its unimproved 
value. That was a very startling proposal, 
for it would mean taxing urban land 
value for the benefit of rural land. It 
might be verv well fromm a farmer’s or a 
land owner’s point of view, but the hon. 
Member’s propos! would be imost 
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unfair to the towns. There was a 
great difference between the  taxa- 
tion of land values in the town 


and in the country. As regards the 
town they would be taxing land which 
was continually increasing in value, and 
which it was only right should be taxed 
to assist in paying for the rates which 
were spent in the town itself which not 
only increased the annual value, but the 
On the other hand, the 
capital value of agricultural land was 
decreasing vear by year. He agreed with 
the hon. Member for Halifax that it would 
be advantageous if they could have a fair 
distribution as between owner and 
occupier in this matter. He was always 


ready to support any suggestion which 


would throw on the owner of the land any 
fair burden which was for the permanent 
improvement of the land, 


As regards the question of what 
ought to be charged to the Imperial 
Exchequer which was now placed on 
local rates, he admitted that the questioa 
was one of considerable difficulty. He 
considered that subsidies were not ideal, 
and the right hon. Gentleman the Vem- 
ber for Stirling Burghs expressed tha 
opinion that there ought to be an adjust- 
ment and not an increas* in them. The 
{oval Commission on Local Taxa*ion. who 
had inquired very carefully into the ques- 
tion, had reported, however, that it was not 
practicable to suggest any other remedy 
at the present time. If some scheme 
could be devised to do away with them 
altogether and so readjust taxation as 
to have all taxes which were Imperial in 
their incidence placed on Imperial 
resources, and all those which were local 
in their character placed on the localities 
concerned, it would receive the support 
of those who thought with him that 
burdens which were national! should not 
fall on the local rates. Take such 
matters as the education rate, the poor 
rate, and them:inroad rate, In thecase of 
the main roads those who lived in country 
districts were aware of the enormous 
xpense ialling on the rates owing 
to these roads being used for heavy 
locomotive and motor traffic — traffic 
which could not in any way be regarded 
as local. Then the education rate had 
increased enormously and had placed an 
unfair burden on the local ratepayer. It 
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had been said that the idea of placing 
these taxes on the national Exchequer 
was impracticable, He thought most of 
them would favour the granting of relief to 
the local taxpayer by taking off the unfair 
burden he was called upon to bear in 


having to pay out of local rates 
for national services. There ought 
to be no distinction between one 
form of property and another. From 


whatever source the income was derived 
every person ought tospay a fair share 
towards local taxation. He did not see 
why all these charges should fall en- 
tirely on real property and none on 
personal property. It was, he supposed, 
because at one time there was very 
little property except real property to 
be rated, but if that were so in the past 
ihe reverse was now the case. Now 
there was £160,000,000 a year arising 
out of real property to bear this burden, 
whilst there was £340,000,000 a vear 
ou! of personal property which almost 
entirely escaped local taxation in rezard 
to those services which were as national 
in their character as the Army and Navy. 


Ti it were asked how he would tax 
property derived from, savy Consols, he 
would suggest the possibility of a 
local income-tax, Such a system had 
been adopted in several countries. 
In France, Germany, Austria-Hungary, 
Belgium, Holland, and America personal 
property was liable to assessment for 
local taxation, and they had the principle 
of a single assessment for both local and 
Imperial purposes, thus getting rid of 
many inequalities and difficulties. Upon 
that assessment local taxes were raised 
01 personal property. In France, Bel- 
gium, and Holland it was done by a 
surtex to the rate levied by the State; in 
some cases the local authorities had 
power to rate independently personal 
income for local purposes, while in Austria 
they went so far as to have a local 
deith duty for educational purposes, 
The difficulty of localising the incidence 
in cases when men were domiciled 
in more than one place was met in 
some cases by the man who had 
two residences having to pay on the 
whole of his income in both places, 
probably on the principle that if a man 
was rich enough to have two houses he 
could afford to pay his local contribution 


{17 ApriL 1905} 


Continuance Bill. 


in both places, while in other cases the 
whole contribution was divided pro- 
portionately to the time spent in each 
place. There were doubtless difficulties 
in the system, but he believed they 
could be surmounted. [f a system of 
local income-tax were introduced it would 
be only fair that the tax should be 
graduated, and as in Imperial taxation, 
so that the small ratepayer should pay 
a smaller amount of rates than the larger 
one, 


As one of those who 
considered that this 
right thing in the 
was glad to hear that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition did not intend to oppose the 
Second Reading of the present Continua- 
tion Bill. From the agriculturists’ point of 
view he entirely agreed with the right hon. 
Gentleman’s complaint against the delay 
of the Government in dealing with the 
matter, but he was not altogether sorry 
for that delay, because from the sym- 
pathetic way in which the right hon 
Gentleman had spoken, it was evident 
that the Leader of the Opposition, when 
he had the opportunity, would «ttempt 
to deal with the question in a much 
more satisfactory way than the present 
(rovernment had done. He should divide 
agunst the Amendment, he did 
not ,believe it practicab'e, nor 
did he for one moment think that 
the great towns should assent to the 
suggestion for the pooling of land values 
for the benefit of agricultural land, as by 
so doing they would be depriving their 
own inhabitants of valuable resources for 
lightening their own beavy rates. The 
remedy for relucing local rates in town 
ind country was to bring into local taxa- 
tion property which now escaped such 
taxation so that the incidence of local 
taxation inight be readjusted on a fiir 
and just basis, and that all forms of 
property should contribute its fiir share. 


always 
did the 
wrong way, he 


had 
Act 


as 


was 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock), 
speaking as a farmer, expressed his 
gratitude to the Government for bring- 
ing forward this Bill, and congratulared 
them on having to meet a different kind 
of opposition from that which they had 
hitherto had to encounter. On th» pre- 
sent occasion the objection was not so 
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much to the assistance given to agri- 
culture as to the absence of a larger 
scheme dealing with the whole question 
of local taxation. Hon Members on 
that side of the Howse felt as strongly 
as Members of the Opposit’on the im- 
portance, in the interests of the trading 
community and of the agricultural 
classes, of a complete rearrangement 
of the basis of local taxation. The Gov- 
ernment had at least shown some appre- 
ciation of the necessity for such a 'e- 
arrangement by proposing to take the 
first step towards the formation of a 
new valuation authority. But the argu- 
ment of the Leader of the Oppo 
sition would not be  misunder-tood 
by the agricultural community. They 
would not readily forget that when the 
Bill was first introduced, and there was 
no question of the expediency of deal- 
ing with the question on a larger scale, 
the opposition of the Party opposite 
was directed against the principle which 
the right hon. Gentleman now admitted 
was just and equitable, 

The hon. Member for the Elland 
Division had spoken deridingly of the 
amount of the relief. It might 
very well have been larger, but if the 
hon. Member and his friends had had 
their way the farmer would have 
been deprived of even the £1,500,000 
granted by this Act. As an agricultur- 
ist he knew how manfully the farmers 
had borne up against the depression with 
which they had had to fight, and it was 
mockery for the hon. Member to taunt 
the Government with not having done 
more. Without this Act British agri- 
culturists would have had to pay dur- 
ing the last nine years from £13,000,000 
to £15,000,000 more in rates than they 
had done. They based their claim for 
the passage of the Bill not on charity, 
but on justice. While there had been 
a slight improvement during the last 
few years, he believed it was true, as 
certain statisticians calculated, that agri- 
culturists in this country were receiving 
for their produce from £60,000,000 to 
£80,000,000 per annum less to-day thar 
thirty years ago. He also believed that 
the average agriculturist had not received 
a penny interest on his capital during the 
last twenty-five years; he had simply 
had bread and cheese for his labour, and 
frequently the labour of his wife and 
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family in addition. Under these circum- 
stances it was not unreasonable to suggest 
that an industry whese paying powers 
were so seriously diminished should 
not be called upon to contribute to local 
rates so heavily as was justifiable in 
more prosperous days. He submitted, 
further, that it was more important 
to-day that the Act should be renewed 
than it was in the first instance that 
it should be passed, because, mainly 
owing to increased outlay on main roads, 
there had been a large increase in the 
rates that had to be paid, with the re- 
sult that agriculturists were paying as 
much in rates to-day as before the Act 
was passed. [OpposITION cheers.] Hon. 
Members opposite cheered, but it had to 
be remembered that had they succeeded 
in their opposition agriculturists would 
have been paying nearly £2,000,000 
more to-day than they actually were. 

Many objections had been urged against 
the Act, some in their old form, others 
in a new dress. Once again it had been 
said that the landlords would grab all 
the advantage of the measure. British 
agriculturists had been grossiy insulted 
by the way in which this matter had been 
dealt with; they had been treated as 
though they were paupers instead of 
Englishmen asking for justice at the 
hands of Parliament. From his own 
experience he could say that the pre- 
diction that this was a landlords’ dole 
had not been borne out by the facts. 
Ii a landlord said to them, “‘ We intend 
to increase your rent because of the 
reduction in rates,” they would at once 
point out that notwithstanding the 
advantage of the Agricultural Rates 
Act the farmer was earning less to-day 
than years ago, and, therefore, the land- 
lord would have no ground on the 
principle of the reduction of rates to 
increase the rent. When farms were 
rented for a term of years the landlords 
readily gave 10 or 15 per cent. remission 
of rent during agricultural depression, 
and they readily came forward. There- 
fore, he did not think landlords were 
men who were likely to come forward 
in order to grab that which Parliament 
meant for the benefit of the tenant 
farmer. 


It was said that this Bill helped 
the richer farmer as against the poorer 
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farmer, but in his opinion it did quite 
the reverse, because actually the small 
farmer got the advantage as against 
the large farmer. He would show the 
House how this occurred. The abate- 
ment under the Bill was extended to 
big farmers and to small farmers, and 
to the occupier of rich land and poor land 
in like proportion. The abatement was 
made upon the rateable value of the 
land, representing the actual value of 
the land; therefore the advantage, 
in the first place, was equally enjoyed 
by the occupier both of good and bad 
land. The losses incurred by the holders 
of good land within the last few years 
had been greater than those sustained 
by the occupiers of poor land, but he 
wished to say that while the advan- 
tage of the remission was enjoyed 
equally according to the rateable value 
of the land, the larger farmer as a con- 
tributor to taxation contributed to a 
fund from which the money was taken 
to give this remission, and so paid 
back in taxes part of the advantage 
he got by the remission of the rates 
the land. The smaller farmer was 
not a taxpayer, and he put in 
his pocket the whole of the advantage 
of this Act, whereas the larger farmer 
got the advantage, but madea contribu- 
tion by an increased payment to the 
taxes. 


on 


so 


He appealed to the House to pass 
this measure first in the interests of 
the British farmer, and secondly, in 
the interests of the labourer. Any 
unjust burden upon the farmer must 
affect those labourers employed by 
him. He deplored most sincerely and 
deeply the movement of the rural popu- 
lation into the towns, but the only way 
to stop it was to make it better worth 
while for the rural classes to remain 
in the country districts, and the removal 
of unjust burdens from those classes 
tended in that direction. This was a 
matter of importance, because they all 
wanted to see home land developed, 
and producing the greatest possible 
amount of food supply which it was 
capable of producing. The removal of 
unjust burdens from the agriculturists 
also tended to the employment of more 
capital in the cultivation of the soil, 
and, consequently, it gave more employ- 
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ment to the labourer, and brought greater 
good to the people, thereby increasing 
the common wealth. They had heard 
a great deal said to the effect that this 
Bill was helping the agricultural com- 
munity to the injury of the towns,and that 
house property suffered in consequence. 
If the Government could have secured 
& payment to the local bodies of a sum 
of money from the Imperial Exchequer 
equal to one-half the rates upon agricu!- 
tural land the same object would have 
been achieved. He would like this 
Act applied to one-acre lots of agricultura | 
labourers. He understood that as this 
was a continuation Bill that could not 
be done. Where the expenditure had 
increased to what it was when the Act 
was passed the balance did fall upon 
house property rather than on land, 
but it fell on the houses and premises of 
the farmer as weil as upon those of any- 
one else, and, therefore, he did not see 
that there was much to complain of. He 
always regretted to hear the town placed 
against the country, because what was 
good for the country was also good for 
the town. He admitted that the rate- 
pavers in towns had grievances, and 
Parliament every year passed the Poor 
Law Exemptions Bill which relieved 
tradesmen of an enormous burden that 
would otherwise have fallen upon them 
for the maintenance of the poor. The con- 
cession to the towns under that measure 
was much greater than the concession to 
the country districts under this Act. 


He hoped the Government would intro- 
duce a Bill dealing with the rearrange- 
ment altogether of local taxation. He 
thought traders had just reason to com- 
plain of the present basis of taxation, and 
it was high time there was a re-arrange- 
ment in the interests of trade and agricul- 
ture in the direction of securing that 
all who had enjoyed local work and 
the advantages of the outlavs made 
for the convenience and health of the 
district should contribute alike to the 
cost o° those improvements whether 
their property was real or personal. 
This Bill would be received by the agricul- 
tural classes with gratitude and apprecia- 
tion. He assured the House that the 
farmers had had a keen struggle to 
meet the liabilities of their position, 
and they had done it manfully. They 
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had heard of very few bankruptcies. 
Had it not been for the sympathy of the 
landlords in allowing reductions of rent, 
and the Government in granting this 
remission, he ventured to say that a large 
number of farmers would have been bank- 
rupt. From the point of view of justice 
and equity he thought the Government 
had done right in bringing forward 
this Bill, and he appealed to the House 
to pass it simply as a measure of justice 
to a class of people who were engaged 
in one of the most important industries 
of the land. 


Mr. LLOYD - GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said the hon. Member who 
had just sat down had told them 
that a reduction of rates was a very 
good thing for agriculture. He thought 
that observation was equally true about 
any other industry; their complaint 
was not that the Government had 
reduced rates upon agriculture, but 
that they had made this reduction 
at the expense of other industries 
which were very much more heavily 
rated than agriculture. [MInIsTERIAL 
cries of “Oh, oh!”] Surely hon. Mem- 
bers opposite did not mean to say that 
other industries were not so heavily 
rated as agriculture ? The hon. Member 
said that he hoped next session the Gov- 
ernment would readjust taxation gener- 
ally, but he noticed that with hon. 
Members opposite it was always ‘‘ next 
session.” In 1896 it was stated that 
this Bill was purely a temporary meas- 
ure, but they had renewed it once since, 
and they were now being asked to renew 
it a second time, and they were s mply 
renewing it as a promissory note to the 
tradesmen, whilst, at the same time, they 
were giving the cash to the agricultur- 
ists. So long as they confined the 
relief to one class they must necessarily 
increase the burden to other 
Take, fo’ example, the town tradesman 
and the farmer. He was not going to 
say tha* the rates were not very heavy, 
but they were heavy for all classes. 
Take, for example, a tradesman paying 
£100 rent and a farmer paving £100 rent. 
The farmer would have probably a rate at 
2s, 3d. in the £. The tradesman paying 
£100 rent in a town would probably have 
to pay a rate of about 6s. 8d. in the 
£. He thought that was a very fair 
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average for a good many towns, and 
he knew in some of the towns he repre- 
sented the rates were higher. ‘The 
tradesman in this case would be paying 
£30 a year. What did this Bill mean / 


Mr. SPEAR said the tradesman’s 
income would be twenty times more 
than the farmer’s. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said if that 


was the case the hon. Member ought 
to be fighting not to tax the tradesman 
but to reduce the rent of the farmer. 


Mr. SPEAR said that the turnover 
of the tradesman would be fifty times 
greater than that of the farmer. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the hon. 
Member might know a good deal about 
farmers, but he did not appear to know 
much about tradesmen, or he would know 
the difference between turnover and pro- 
fit. Did he not know that many trades- 
men were struggling just as hard as the 
farmers? The hon. Member stated 
that few farmers had gone to the Bank- 
ruptcy Court. He wondered sf the hon, 
Member had ever looked through the 


list of the tradesmen who had abso- 
lutely failed to struggle on in their 


business and had become bankrupt. 
If the Government had introduced a 
Bill to deal with everybody—tfarmer, 
miller, and manufacturer—nothing could 
have been said against it. On his side 
of the House they should probably have 
voted for it. He objected to one class 
being singled out of the lot—a class 
which was not the most heavily rated- 
and to all the other classes of the com- 
munity bearing the burden of relieving 
a elass of that character. 


It had been said in the course of 
the debate that this relief had not 
gone into the pockets of the landlords, 
and that rates had not gone up. But 


from observation he knew that remissions 
of rent had been knocked off in a good 
many cases. The farmer, after all, was 
a good business man, and it was per- 
feetly mght that he should make the best 
of this, much remission 
as he could in respect of rates. [fa 
landlord attempted to pur the rent up 
because the tenant had liad a remission 
of half his rates, the tenant would say, 


as 


and claim 
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“The remission we get is one that we 
are entitled to.” Perfectly true, but 
the hon. Member opposite forgot the 
other part of the argument. During 
the last few years the rates had gone 
up very much, one of the new burdens 
being in connection with the education 
rate. Supposing the farmer wert to the 
landlord and said, “‘ My rates are gone up 
and you ought to make me a remission 
in rent,” the answer was, “ Don’t you 
get half rates out of the Agricultural 
Rates Act ?” The farmer did not get the 
remission he otherwise would have got if 
this Act had not been passed. The land- 
Jord said that the Government were giving 
£1,509,000 towards the rates of agri- 
cultural tenants. Therefore the money 
had gone already to the landlords in 
those cases. 


He reminded the Government that 
every time this Bill had come before 
House they had promised a 
general Act dealing with the whole 
question of local taxation. The Royal 
Commission had reported fairly unan- 
imously on this subject of local 
taxation, and how was it the Govern- 
ment had not brought in a Bill to give 
effect to their recommendations. Local 
rates were becoming a serious matter. 
Did the Government really intend to 
deal with the subject ? 


the 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: We pro- 
pose to bring in a Valuation Bill this 
year, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The  Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
knows that valuation is a very different 
natter. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Before 
any large scheme of local taxation can 
be undertaken it is absolutely necessary 
to establish a new valution system. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE | said that 
answer was good enough for the trades- 
iaan, the manufacturer, and the artisan, 
but it was not good enough for the land- 
lord. Why not deal with the matter all 
round instead of dealing with it piece- 
imeal? The fact was that the Govern- 
iaent did not intend to deal with it. This 
ras only one of a series of matters on 
which they had broken their pledges, and, 
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on the other hand, they had dealt with 
subjects they were pledged not to touch. 
They were pledged up to the hilt not to 
deal with controversial matters. Local 
taxation was a question which, in 1896, 
they pledged themselves to deal with, 
and that pledge was renewed after- 
wards. They had not dealt with it yet 
except In a manner which was character- 
istic of the way in which they had dealt 
with every subject. Rates were up all 
round, and the only relief given was in 
respect of rates on agricultural land. 
So far from the predictions that were 
made concerning the effect of this Act 
when it was originally passed having been 
falsified, the fact was that they had 
been justified by experience. One pre- 
diction was that parks would come 
under the definition of agricultural 
land, and that they would be relieved 
of half their rates. That was the case 
throughout the country, although they 
were not in any sense agricultural land. 
The landlords had put a few cattle or 
sheep upon them and had received relief 
to the extent of half the rates in every 
county in England and Wales. 


Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R. 
Buckrose) said that as the representa- 
tive of a very large agricultural consti- 
tuency in Yorkshire, he desired to say a 
few words in support of the Bill. 
years ago he not only voted but spoke 
in its favour. If circumstances at that 
time justified him in taking that course, 
the position of agriculture to-day was 
an additional reason why he should 
the measure. In considering 
the Bill they were bound to take into 
consideration that when the Agricul- 
tural Rates Act was first passed its dura- 
tion was limited in order that Parliament 
should in the meantime consider ant 
deal with the whole question of local 
taxation. It not fault of 
agriculture that local taxation had not 
been dealt with. The onus really 
lay upon Parhament itself and on the 
Government for not taking action in 
the matter. It was absolutely necessary, 
however, in the interests of agriculture 
itself, that this measure should be re- 
newed until one Party or the other 
had the time, in the interests of agri- 
culture, to deal with the whole question. 
In the meantime local rates had greatly 
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increased. Agricultural land in Yorkshire, 
although rated at one-half, was now pay- 
ing nearly as much as was pavable when 
rated at its full value. The Education 
Act had placed a very heavy burden 
upon the agricultural interest. It had 
been stated that the benefits of the Act 
went to the landlord. He had had 
considerable experience of the incidence 
taxation since the Act was 
passed, and he could unhesitatingly 
say that although here and there they 
might find the landlord deriving benefit 
from it, on the whole the benefit went 
to the farmer and not to the landlord. 
They might ask themselves who paid 


Agricultural Rates Act 


of local 


the education rate. The farmer paid 
it and got no recompense from the 
Government. The farmer would pay 


that rate for years to come; it was a 
burden placed upon him and not upon 
the landlord. 


A Royal Commission had con- 
sidered the practical working of the 


Agricultural Rates Act and they favoured 
its principle. But he considered there 
was great hardship te the farmer in 
some of its provisions, In some agricul- 
tural districts there were urban com- 
munities who suffered very much from 
local taxation. Although agriculture had 
received the benefit of the Act, there 
still remained a heavy burden of local 
taxation of which land should be relieved. 
The most important feature of the Report 
of the Royal Commission from the agri- 
cultural point of view was the full re- 
cognition of the claims put forward by 
those who represented the agricultural 
interest. It was clearly shown that a 
strong case had been made out for 
considerable relief in addition to the 
benefits under this Act. In dealing 
with the readjustment of local taxation 
there would have to be a clear distinction 
made between the cost of services which 
were national and those which were purely 
local. Those engaged in agriculture weie 
agreed that the expenditure on Poor Law 
relief, the cost of police, the cost of the 
maintenance of main roads, education, 
and other services, ought not to be borne 
by agriculturists but by the taxpayers 
generally throughout the country. All 
who had had any practical experience as 
to the present basis of the incidence of 
local taxation were agreed that it 
urgently needed alteration. 


Mr. Luke White. 
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bers had admitted that this measure 
ought to pass, certainly in the interest 


of agriculture itself. To his mind, all 
classes of the population, both in town 
and country, were interested in the suc- 

of agriculture ; agri- 
culture was prosperous, then the entir 
population received considerable benefit, 
Agriculture stood more in need of this 
measure to-day than it did nine years 
He trusted the Bill would pass 
and that during the next four vears Par- 
liament would have the opportunity of 
dealing in a comprehensive manner with 
the whole question of local taxation, 


cess 


because, if 


ago, 


Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) said that, as a Member for an agri- 
enultural constituency, he thanked the 
Government for having brought in this 
sl. = It was what the = agricultural 
Members expected of the Government : 
although they would have liked it better 
if the Government had gone further. But, 
he supposed, they must take what they 
could get. He confessed he could not 
understand the arguments of hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite. The hon. Member 
for the Carnarvon Boroughs was always 
perfectly straight, and he understood 
what that hon. Gentleman was at; but 
when his hon. friend came down to Es- 
sex to spread the light, if he would only 
take advantage of the opportunity of 
going over the land in that county with 
him, he could show him that this was not 
a question of rent at all, but a question 
of getting the land cultivated. He, 
however, confessed that he could 
not understand the arguments of the 
hon. Gentlemen who had moved and 
seconded the Amendment. He had 
heard of those who were “willing to 
wound and yet afraid to strike.” So 
far as he could understand the line 
these hon. Gentlemen had taken they 
desired to kill the Bill, and yet they did 
not. They could not do both. The 
hon. Member for Halifax told the 
House that certain members oi 
the Government were themselves nct 
in favour of the original Agricul- 
tural Rating Act. He did not move 
in such exalted circles himself, but 
he knew that people in that part of the 
world which he represented were in 
favour of it. 
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Of course the Bill was not pro- 
tection; but in this sphere they 
had to take what they could get and 


make the most of it. As Shakespeare 
suid, it was not as deep as a well, or as 
wide as a church door, but it was enough. 
He admitted that a Bill of this kind was 
not an ideal way of dealing with the 
ricultural industry ; but it was the 
y plan which had ‘been tried. Hon. 
(ie lena opposite had not done them 
the honour to suggest another. The 
igricultural interest not satisfied 
with the present condition of things. 
What they wanted was to take all the 
rates off the land; and there was no 
reason why that should not be done, 
and, simply, for this reason. When 
protection was abolished the rates and 
for the payment of which pro- 
tection was given, ought to have been 
ibolished also. Either agriculture was 
worth preserving or it was not. The 
mly way that agriculture could be 
preserved was by either relieving the 
land from rates and taxes, or giving 
: bounty on corn. H agriculture 
ot worth preserving, let it but 
they let it go, he failed to see how 
they could keep a population on the 
soll which was to provide men for manning 
he Army and the Navy ; or how the 
population of the country to be 
fed for nine months out of the twelve 
nthe year. Lf hon. Gentlemen opposite 
doubted that, let them come to Kssex 
ind he would show them where agricul- 
tural labourers were doing nothing. Then, 
if agriculture went by the board and 
the towns attracted the labourers, the 


CT 
yn 
yn 


was 


taxes, 


was 
go; 


t 


Was 


towns might increase in wealth, but 
they would ‘have an anemic, narrow- 


shouldered, stunted people who would 
not do any good. He was certain of 
the truth of the lines written more than 
t hundred years ago that— 


“Til fares the land, to hast’ning ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates and men decay.” 


That was what they were coming to 
when the land went out of cultivation. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said there had 
been a good deal of discussion as to 
what the immediate effect of the Agri- 
cultural Rating Act had been. Had 
the occupiers or the owners of the land 
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benefited most ; or had the one not bene- 
fited entirely at the expense of the other ? 
He submitted that it was quite impossible 
to lay down any general proposition on 
that question. He thought that this 
discussion, taken part in by hon. Members 
from every part of the country, had 
shown that the effect of this Act, in 
operation, had been, in Cases, t 
give a temporary benefit to the occupiers, 
and, in other cases, a benetit to the owners. 
He would point out that what his right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition 
suid, in opening the discussion, was that 
the main reason for opposing the Bill 
in a former vear, when it was first intro- 
duced, was that whatever might be the 
temporary effect of the measure on the 
tenants, the eventual benefit, owing to 
the higgling of the market, would fall 
to the That was one of the 
most established propositions of political 
economy, even in these days when free 
trade had been expelled from this planet 
and had taken refuge in another sphere. 
In regard to land, whatever might be 
the case in towns, the tendency of the 
rates to fall on the tenant, and 
therefore the landlords benefited. In 
addition to that, as had been pointed 
out by the hon. Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs, in a great number of parts 
of England, during the bad times after 
1874, it was a very common practice on 
the part of owners not to give a permanent 
reduction of rent but a temporary. 
The old rent was kept in existence, 
and remissions were given from year to 
year. That being the state of things, 
in many it was not unnatural for 
the owner to say that after the burdens 
on the occupier had diminished 
he was justified in going back to the old 
rent. ee the immediate effect 
of this Act had been to benefit such 
owners and not the occupiers of land. 


some 


owners, 


Was 


Gases, 


been, 


He did not wish to enter into a general 
discussion on the whole effects of the 
Agricultural Rating Act ; but he wanted 
to press on the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Local Government 
Board to state rather more clearly to 
the House than he had done the policy 
of the Government in regard to this great 
question of rating and the burdens on 
the land. It appeared to him that in 
his speech the right hon, Gentleman had 
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adopted a certain Olympian tone and 
had admitted that this question went 
back a very long time. Everybody ad- 
mitted that it wasa very great question, 
and that it demanded to be dealt with by 
the Government. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would deal with it, and yet the 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to indi- 


cate that the only wav the Govern- 
ment meant to deal with it was by 
renewing this unfortunate Act, The 


House had good reason to complain of 
that attitude, because the experience 
of the past and the necessities of the 
present showed that this was a most 
urgent question. When the Goverr- 
ment first introduced this question, they 
said it was necessary to appoint a Roya 
Commission, and an exceedingly strong 
Commission was appointed, of the com- 
position of which they, on that side of 
the House, had no reason to complain. 
The Government then that they 
must wait for the Report of the Royal 
Commission, The toyal Commission 
had reported, but in what order? First 
of all, they made a Report on the very 
matter which the right hon. Gentleman 
told the House, correctly, lay at the 
foundation of this question. They pro- 
duced a very able and convincing Report 
on the valuation and assessment of lands 
as the taxation. The second 
question dealt with was the rating of 


sald 


basis of 


tithes; and then came their final Re- 
port, not unanimous, but which, never- 
theless, contained a very great deal 

Imiportant me valuable information. 


There was also a Minority Re sport. Now, 


it might have been expected that the 
Government would have dealt with this 
question in the order of importance at- 


tached by the Commission to the ques- 
tions raised. But exactly the opposite 
had been the case. There had been cer- 
tainly the clamorous interest of the clergy 
in regard to tithes, and the interest of 
the owners of land in regard to rates. 


The right hon. Gentleman and the Prime 
Minister told the House that valuation 
and assessment lay at the root of the 
whole matter; and so, judged out of 
their own mouth, they were doing exactly 
opposite to what they should have done. 
It was only last year that the Government 
brought forward a Valuation Bill, but 
where was it. They saw the Bill of 
last year, and they were now told by 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice. 
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the President of the Local Government 
Board that there was another Bill in an 
advanced state of preparation. The 
right hon. Gentleman also alluded to 
the Bill of last year. He (Lord Edmund 
Fitzmaurice) supposed that Bill was in 
an advanced stage of decomposition. 
That might be so or not, but they wanted 
to know where was the Bill of the present 
year. Was there any serious intention 
of dealing with this question at all, or 
was it only a shop-front Bill? He 
agreed that the question of valuation 
was at the root of the whole subject. 
Some of them were too much disposed 
to devote the whole of their time to the 
question of rating of site values, and 
did not attach sufficient importance 
to the organisation of the valuation 
authorities of this country. If they 
took the proposals of the hon 
Member for Halifax and of other 
hon. Gentlemen, by their own showing, 
if their Bills became law to-morrow, it 
would be a considerable time before any 


large sums of money would accrue fron 
those Acts and find its way into thi 
pockets of the ratepayers. The Bill of 


the hon. Member for the Elland Division 


only dealt with houses and lands when 
the leases fell in, and therefore ez 
hypethesi it would be a considerable 


time before that Bill would bring any 
large amount of money into the pockets 
of the ratepayers. 


In regard to the existing law of valua- 
tion he was astonished that the Govern- 
ment, having had the Commission’s 
Report on valuation for some years 
and having admitted that it lay at 
the very root of the question. had 
not only played with the subject 
last year, but were apparently going to 
play with it this year. He agreed that 
a Bill of this kind could not be carried 
by a wave of the hand. He recollected 
when some twenty years ago Mr. Sclater- 
Booth held the position now occupied 
by his right hon. friend there was a 
Government Valuation Bill every year, 
and every year it broke down by reason 
of the jealousy between the local rating 
authorities and the surveyors of taxes 
Since then the county councils had come 
into existence. The figures in the last 
teport of the Local Government Board 
showed that a Jarge prorortion of the 














Agricultural Rates Act 


oll 


rates were levied by the county councils 
as distinct from the boards of guardians. 
They now had to deal with three authori- 
ties. First there was the surveyor of 
taxes with regard to the Government 
taxes; next there was the existing local 
1ating authority with regard to the rates 
which they still levied; and then there was 
the county council, which was becoming 
more and more the governing authority 
in county boroughs. What a humiliation 
it was to the Government that after so 
many years, aiter the Reports of the Royal 
Commission, and after having all these 
Bills they were now no nearer to a 
settlement of this question than they 
were In the days of Mr. Sclater-Booth. 
Was it not possible to make the appeal 
to the Government that they were losing 
authority and their reputation by ap- 
pearing to plav with this question, which 
was admittedly of such immense im- 
portance. Everyone who had anything 
to do with the subject knew the great 
difficulties that beset it, but he was most 
anxious that some effort should be made 
to deal with it, because he felt that 
whatever Government Party might 
be in power that question must be dealt 
with first. The reputation of the House 
was Involved in dealing wit) and settling 
this question which had been a failure 
ever since the days of Mr. Sclater-Booth. 


Or 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
cordially agreed with what the hon. 
Member who just sat down had said. 


it certainly was not creditable to this 
House that, though from the early sixties 
(Governments irom both Parties had 
declared that the reform of local tax- 
ation was an urgent question, yet both 
lad persistently pushed it aside. He 
desired to approach this subject from 
the point of view of that class of district 
which would be called upon to pay 
heavily, and which would receive from 
Bill no benefit whatever, «r if it 
recelved any benefit it would be very 
small and very indirect. He denied 
that im this matter the country was in 
the same position as it was nine years 
ago when the original Bill was passed, 
or even four years ago when it was 
renewed. He remembered the promises 
that were made by the Government 
when the first Agricultural Rating Bill 
was passed ; daily 


Th 
this 


the declaration 
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and nightly made by the Government 
that this was a temporary expedient 
to meet a case of urgent necessity, 
and that the whole question of local 
taxation would, at an early date, be 
grappled with by the Government. 
Then came the Royal Commission and 
it was a reasonable thing at that time 
to vote for the Bill, and a great many 
urban Members did vote jor it, largely 
in the hope that the promises made 
by the Government at that date would 
be fulfilled without any serious delay. 
In 1901 the Royal Coimmission had re- 
ported, and again he recollected the 
promises made by the Goverament 
when the Tithe Rent Charge Bill was 
taken up, when the House was again 
told that this also was an urgent matter, 
and should be dealt with without 
delay. Were they, he asked, in the 
same position as they were four years 
ago In regard to this matter? Had not 
the interest In this question of local 
taxation receded rather than advanced ? 


Was the interest of the Government 
or the House as keen now upon the 
question of local taxation as it was when 


the Royal Commission reported ? He 
very much doubted whether instead of 
having made progress the interest had 
not receded until it had almost reached 
a vanishing point. 


Let the House consider for a moment 
the burdens of the urban districts 
and compare them with those of the 
rural districts. The burdens borne 
by the urban districts were much 
greater than they were ten years ago, 
and they had grown with much greater 
rapidity in the urban than in the rural 
districts. This was illustrated by the 
effect of the Education Act of 1942, 
which had placed far greater burdens on 


the ratepayer and the taxpayer. 
Where had that burden fallen most 
heavilv 2 Where had the relief given by 


Parliament been the least felt? There 
were less than one dozen rural districts 
where the edueation rate came to Is. in 
the £., but there were a considerable num- 
ber of urban districts where it exceeded 
2s. How could he, representing an urban 
district where the education rate alone 
amounted to nearly 3s. in the £., sup- 
port this Bill ? He would be told, 
no doubt, that a different method of 
assessing the rate prevailed as between 
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urban property and agricultural land; 
but even admitting that that was the 
case, there was one instructive illustra- 
tion of the difference, namely, that where- 
ever a man could move his residence 
from an urban district into an administra- 
tive county he went without the slightest 
hesitation. He would leave his factory, 
his business, or occupation, whatever 
it might be, in the urban district, 
but would move his residence without 
the slightest hesitation into the adminis- 
trative county, and the reason given 
nine times out of ten was the heavy 
burden of the local rate in the urban 
district compared with the much lighter 
burden which fell upon him in the 
administrative county. 

What were the rates it was proposed 
to relieve by this Bill? They were all 
the rates levied on agricultural pro- 
perty. That was not following out 
the recommendation of the Commission ; 
what the Commission reccommended was 
that those charges which were national 
in their character should be paid out 
of the Imperial Exchequer, and that 
those which were local in their character 
should be paid out of local taxation. 
The whole of the charges on agricul- 
tural land were not national in their 
character, but when it came to a question 
ot education and the poor rate, those 
were certainly national in their character, 
and the burden of them should not 
be so largely local as it was te-day. 
The debate of to-day, together with the 
debates of four and nine years ago, ought 
to teach the lesson not merely that the 
question of assessment and_ taxation 
had to be dealt with, but that it never 
would be satisfactorily settled until 
the basis of taxation had been consider- 
ably enlarged. Difficulty was found 
in imposing local rates, and schemes were 
put forward for bringing different kinds 
of property into the net of local taxation. 
There was a steadily growing desire that 
a large portion of the national charge 
now borne by local rates should be thrown 
upon national taxation, but every year 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had to 
admit that if any such relief was to be 
given it would be necessary either to 
increase the burdens upon certain sections 
of the community or considerably to 
enlarge the area of national taxation, 
and no one who had followed the debates 

Mr. Ernest Gray. 


{COMMONS} 


Continuance Bul. 380 


of the last ten years could doubt that it 
was to the latter of those alternatives 
resort would have to be had to provide 
the central Exchequer with means 
sufficient to discharge national obliga- 
tions without falling back on the local 
ratepayers. As the representative of 
a constituency where rates had enor- 
mously increased, he could not but 
admit that the position had materially 
changed during the last nine years, 
The prospect of relief appeared to be 
vanishing rather than approaching. 
Under the Education Act of 1902 
necessitous districts which previously 
obtained relief had had that relief swept 
away, and initsstead there had been set up 
a system under which assistance was given 
to districts whete it was hardly needed, 
while districts which more than ever 
required relief lost much ofthat which they 
formerly had and were now called upon 
to continue this subsidy to districts which 
were really better off in the matter of 
local rating than the urban districts 
themselves. Under these conditions he 
could not see his way to vote for the 
Second Reading of the Bill. 


*Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
said that he was one of the few Liberal 
Members who, in 1896, voted and spoke 
in favour of the Agricultural Rates Act, 
not because he was enamoured of the 
economic principle which underlay the 
Act, but as an expression of the gratitude 
of his constituency for the generosity 
of the authors of the measure to 
the depressed — agriculturalists. He 
agreed that agriculture did not now 
present the altogether hopeless —spec- 
tacle of filteen or twenty years ago, 
but, at the same time, it could not 
aford, at any rate in his Division, to 
renounce the benefaction which Parlia- 
ment offered to it. Remembering the 
streng language used to him in the House, 
and the still stronger language used in 
the lobby for the vote, he felt it Lis duty 
to give in in 1896 he could only con- 
vratulate the Leader of the Opposition 
that he had, for reasons he had explained, 
decided to support the measure on the 
present occasion—although the mght 
hon. Gentleman had been careful to 
state that he did not approve of the 
principle of the Act. It might be 
remarked further that nearly every 
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Liberal who had been returned for a | 


county constituency during the last few 


years had previously declared himself in | 


favour of the Agricultural Rates Act. 


He was not a_ believer in the 
doctrine of grants in ald from 
Imperial funds for local objects. 


The system had already been pressed 
far beyond reasonable limits, and 
it certainly conduced to waste and 
extravagance in the imposition and ad- 


ministration of local rates. Some of 
his hon. friends had given admirable, 


and, to some extent, lucid expositions of 
their views in reference to future rating 
legislation. It was possible that the 
time would come when a reconstruction 
of the whole system of local taxation 
would have to be considered, and he agreed 
that it would never be done by a mere 
shufilng of the cards as between agri- 
cultural and town property. There 
reasonable ground of complaint, in 
his judgment, on the part of the large 
farmer class, as to the method in which 
they were assessed compared with the 
shopkeeper inthe country town. The shop- 
keeper who paid perhaps £25 or £50 
was probably making a larger in- 


Wis 


rent 


come im that small shop than the 
neighbouring farmer who was cultivating 
300, or 400 aeres of land, and not 
only had to bear that burden, but 
probably had to invest £5,000 or 
£5,000 capital compared with the 
£200 or £300 invested in the stock 
of the country shopkeeper earning an 
equal income. That was a ground 
of complaint between these two 


classes of ratepayers. He was not con- 
cerned to inquire upon whem ultimately 
this burden rested, but he adopted the 
view of his right hon. friend that the 
benefit of the relief in the last resort un- 
questionably went to the freeholder. 
[t must be so because every political 
economist asserted it. Assuming this doc- 
trine to be true, although objectionable. + 
that the freeholder was the man who 
benefited, he wished to point out that 
in his division there were 1,000 of this class 
who were the owners and occupiers and 
farmers of holdings varying in acreage 
from ten or fifteen acres up to 100 acres, 
and he was bound to have some 
regard to what they thought in regard 


to the working of this Act. 


{17 Apri 1905} 


Continuance Bill. 382 


what form future 
would take, 


He did not know 
legislation on this point 


| and he was not concerned to 
inquire about it; they might have to 
| discover some method of ascertaining 


the selling value of freehold land, and 
base all future local taxation upon the 
selling value. He observed that by an 
extraordinary process of reasoning in 
the treatise sent out as a Parliamentarv 
Paper by the opponents of this Bill, 
there were two branches of 
which his hon, friends thought 
never get any relief, and they were the 
public-house and the railway. He 
would pass away from that thorny point. 
The relief might come by bringing into 
the net for local taxation personalty as 
well as realty. He had a friend in a 
manufacturing district near Zurich, who 
told him he had to pay local taxation 
upon the whole of his stock, machinery, 
and manufactured articles in his great 
mills. He had another friend not far 
away from him who was a oman 
man. He was a doctor earning over £500 
a year, and he had to pay away to the eXx- 
tent of one-third of his income over that 
sum in local and generaltaxation, and even 
his books and surgical instruments 
valued for the purpose of ascertaining 


nroperty 
pa} 


we yruld 
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what he should pay. He did not know 
whether that would be the basis of 
taxation in the future, but he should 


support this Bill, not because he believed 
in its principle, because he did not 
believe in the pans iple of relief to local 
taxation upon which the Bill was based. 
He supported it, because it was a gener- 
eit from the urban constituencies 
so largely represented on the other side 


ous 


of the House, to agricultural constituen- 
cies, and it was on that account that 


he supported it in 1896. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said hon. Mem- 
bers opposite, and even his hon. friend 
who had just sat down, twitted some of 
the Opposition with not opposing the 


Bill on this occasion, whereas they had 
opposed it in the past. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Louth had further twitted the 
Leader of the Opposition with not 
approving the principle of the Bill. 
What was the principle of the Bill? 


His hon. friend himse ti did not approve 
of the principle of the Bill. Was the 
principle of the Bill that one class only 
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should be helped, or was it not ? Nobody 
who had studied the question or read 
the Report of the Local Taxation Com- 
mission could deny that the agricultural 
interest required, under certain con- 
ditions, relief in the matter of the rates. 
If that was the principle of the Bill the 
Opposition did not oppose the principle ; 
but what they did oppose, what they 
continued to protest against, was that one 
interest should have been picked out and 


treated with every favour, whereas 
other interests, deserving a large 
relief, had not been dealt with. He 
was glad that they on the Opposition 
side were not opposing in any very 
whole-hearted way at any rate, the 


passing of this particular measure on 


this oceasion. When a Bill like this 
had been in force for some years, 
when a class of men—farmers, land- 


owners. or whoever it was—had had a 
benefit under the Bill for a number of 
years, when it was generally conceded 
that they ought to have some benefit, 
then it was very difficult to take such 
benefit away. 

They were considering at the present 
moment the Amendment of his hon. 
friend the Member Halifax. He 
did not know whether he was present 
in the House at that moment. Tf he 
were he would appeal to him te withdraw 
the Amendment, or at any rate not put 
the House to the trouble of a division 
upon it. He did not think the Amend- 
ment quite expressed his hon. friend’s 
desires ; at any rate it was certainly not 
in accord with the speech of the hon. 


Tne 


for 


Member jor the Elland Division who 
seconded, because he spoke of “a contri- 
bution payable by the owners of land 


based upon its selling value.” But the 
whole of his speech—as he understood 
it—was that it was to be the unimproved 
selling vaiue of the land, whatever that 
might be. fi that was the case it ought 
to be expressed in the Amendment. He 
wished to make it clear why it was that 
some of them, whilst not going to any 
great length in opposition to this Bill, 
nevertheless felt strongly the gross in- 
justice of it. His constituency was in 
the same position as that of the hon. 
Member for West Ham, and he fully sym- 
pathised with the speech he had made. 
Rates were extremely high. The educa- 
tion rate was mounting up to 2s., and the 
Mr. Em nott. 
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effect of the Education Act of 1902 was 
not to benefit his constituency but to do 
it harm. Their urban rates were higher, 
They were advancing much more quickly 
than rates in the rural districts, and the 
burden of those local rates on the great 
manufacturing industries was enormous. 
This case was made infinitely worse by 
the extreme injustice of the distri- 
bution of Imperial subventions at the 
present time. Some hon. Members op- 
posite who supported this Bill seemed 
to think of only one kind of injustice, 
and that was the injustice to the agri- 
cultural class under the old conditions 
of rating. But there was a tremendous 
injustice at the present time to con- 
stituents like his in the present distribu- 
tion of Imperial subventions. [i the 
amount received from the Imperial 
Treasury were divided according to 
the principle favoured by Sir Edward 
Hamilton and Sir George Murray, and 
approved by Lord Balfour of Burleigh, 
then the extra amount his constituency 
would receive would be between £20,000 
and £25,000 per annrm, representing a 
rate’ of Is. “to ds:- “Gd. im the 2. 
That teing the case, was it not a great 
injustice to his constituents that thes 
shoull be asked, as they were, nin 
years ago, not only to go on suifering 
that ‘justice, brt also to pay 
share of the subvention to the agricul- 
tural class. If his constituency paid 
its proportionate share of the £1,750,000 
or whatever it was, the share of his 
constituency amounted to from 2!d. to 
3d. in the £. At page 119 of the Report 
of Sir Edward Hamilton Su 
George Murray he found a statement 
showing the disparities in regard to 
local rating in certain agricultural corn- 
ties and county boroughs, one of the 
county boroughs being Oldham. Further 
down on the same page was the follow- 


POS 
5 


their 


1 
ana 


ing— 

* Accordingly in order not to overstate the 
case we take ‘assessable value’ as defined by 
the Agricultural Rates Act, i.e., rateable value 
after deducting half the value of agricultural! 
land. Even on this test, Rutland still is more 
than twice as rich as Oldham—that is to say, it 
a local service costs Is. per inhabitant alike in 
{utland and in Oldham, it will need a rate of 
almost 4d.in Oldham and only 1d. in Rutland, 
even when agricultural land is rated at a half 
Notwithstanding this disparity in ability, 
Oldham only receives help to the extent of 2s. 7d 
per inhabitant, while Rutland receives 6s. 8d- 
or more than twice as much.” 
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That statement showed how hardly an income from personal property 
treated his constituency was in this and those who derived their income 
matter, and that would continue until from real property was so glaring that 
there was a comyzlete reform of the Parliament had admitted that the ease 


system on which subventions were given 
from Imperial sourees. Could it be 
wondered in view of the facts that com- 
plaints were still made in regard to doles 
given to favoured classes? He regretted 
that as vears went by no attempt was 
made to deal with this great question 
reform of local taxation. For ten 
years the Government had had an 
enormous majority. They certainly had 
had sufficient leisure to deal with this 
Thev had had some surpluses, 
and he thought that instead of giving the 
country the Acts which had been passed 
1900, which the Opposition 
strongly objected, mignt have 
devoted part of the time to making a 
great reform, in which hon. Members on 
his side would have been only too glad 
to help them, and which wovld have 
relounded to their credit in future years. 


of the 


question, 


to 


snee 


they 


Sin JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire, 
Honiton) associated himself with the ex- 
pressions of regret which had fallen from 
hon. Members that this question had been 
allowed to drag on for a considerable 
time without substantial reform 
g undertaken. He agreed that 
urban districts had a grievance in regard 
to the postponement of the reform of 
Leal taxation. The sins of omission 
wid commission of the present Govern- 
ment had been very much dwelt upon 
by Members of the Opposition, and he 
could only hope that during the time 
still left to them the Government would 
do a great deal to repair their sins of 
ission so that they could go to the 
country with a good record. At 
same time he congratulated the Govern- 
ment upon this act of simple justice in 
preserving to the agricultural interest 
the benefit which they had enjoyed 
with advantage to themselves and the 
whole community for the past nine 
He also congratulated the Oppo- 
sition on their tardy repentance, which 


any 





or 


1 
the 


vears, 


enabled them, now an election was in 
view, not to subject the House to an 
all-night sitting while they opposed the 
passage of the measure. The inequality 
of rating between those who enjoyed 


called for special and preferential treat- 
ment. The tradesman and the pro- 
fessional man paid rates only on the 
premises they occupied, whereas the agri- 
culturist was rated on his whole income. 
He would give two instances to show 
what the hardship was for which this 
relief had been asked. In the Report 
of the Commission on Agricultural 
Depression it was stated that Mr. Wil- 
a farmer, the rateable value 
of whose holding was £1,050, paid in- 
come-tax on £506, and was assessed foi 
poor and highway rates £157 12s. 1d. 
A tradesman adjoining the farm had 
premises the rateable value of which was 
£50, and he paid income-tax on £600, 
but only £15 for poor and highway 
rates. There was another case in Somer- 
setshire where a manufacturer, em- 
ploying 2,000 men, was rated for loca! 
purposes on £200, while a farmer 
the same parish was assessed on £460 
and paid more in local rates than the 
manutacturer. 


son Fox, 


inh 


Mr. EMMOTT: That is very un 
usual thing. 
Sir JOHN KENNAWAY said it was a 


very serious injustice; and his desire 
was to see the inequality in the way in 
which rates were levied between town 
and country done away with. He thought 
it was fair to put forward a special claim 
for the agricultural interest for consider- 
ation In these times. When the Corn 
Laws were repealed the advantages 
which the agricultural interest had 
hitherto possessed were withdrawn, and 
he submitted that the damage done to 
the agricultural interest ought to have 
been met by a reduction in the rating 
at that period. Time had been allowed 
to slip by, the injustice had remained, 
and the unfair treatment of the agri- 
cultural interest had been patiently 
borne, and would have continved but 
for this Act. What the agricultural 
interest asked for was only equity and 
justice. They would be very glad if 
this Act were made permanent and not 
temporary, because they would be free 
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from the danger of its not being renewed 
when hon, Gentlemen opoosite came 
into power, 


Mr, SOARES,(Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
said that although he should vote for 
the Second Reading of the Bill he did 
not feel grateful to the Government for 
proposing it, because he looked upon it as, 
‘Oo a very considerable extent, a land- 
lords Bill. He believed that the bene- 
tits of the Act went very largely to the 
iundlord. He represented an agricul- 
tural constituency, and had talked with 
farmers, valuers, and land agents, and 
that was the position which fair-minded 
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|a rating benefit was given to the tenant 
the landlord was sure to get it ulti- 
mately for himself. The hon. Member for 
| Tavistock spoke as if landlords were 
/angels without wings, and yet he said 
/in another sentence that no tenant dur- 
ing the last twenty years in his neigh- 
bourhood had made more 
bread and cheese. 


than bare 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned. till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING 


men took up in regard to this measure. | 


They said that inthe majority of cases in 
which there had been a reletting of a farm, 
or in which the farm had been revalued 
for rental purposes, it was the landlord 
and not the tenant who got the benefit 
of the Act. But, having regard to the 
fact that this Act had been in force since 
1896, and that large numbers of contracts 
had been made on the faith of it, that 
reletting and revaluation for rental pur- 
poses had been made during that period, 
he considered it would be unfair not to 
continue the Act. One proof that the 


benefit of the Act went to the land- 
lord was the Answer given by the 
President of the Local Government 


Board to a Question which he had put to 
the right hon. Gentleman. He asked 
the right hon. Gentleman if he would 
provide in the Bill that in every case the 
benefit should go to the tenant ; but 
the right hon. Gentleman refused to do 
so. That was a very strong proof that 
the Government meant the benefit of 
the Act to go to the landlord and not to 
the tenant, and if the Government had 
not thought that the benefit would ul- 
timately go to the landlord they would 
not have been so anxious to pass this Bill, 
'f it had been a Bill giving tenants 
full compensation for improvements and 
security oftenurethe Governmentand their 
supporters would have voted against it, 
but when there was a Bill in which the 
benefits conferred went to the landlord, 
hon. Members opposite went tumbling 
over each other to support it. The 
right hon. Member for Sleaford had said 
that when rents were high rates were 
low, and that when rates were high 
rents were low. That showed that when 


Str John Kennaway. 


SWANSEA CORPORATION BILL 
{By OrbDER). 


Order for Consideration, as amended, 
read. 


Sir GEORGE NEWNES (Swansea 
| Town) said the works to which this Bill 
referred were of a permanent character, 
and it was of the greatest :mportance 
that sufficient time should be given to 
relieve the ratepayers of some of the 


liability. One of the most important 
obligations that could be put upon 


those responsiblefor municipal government 
was the supply of pure water for the 
municipality. Having carefully con- 
sidered the question the Corporation 
of Swansea had provided not only for 
the Swansea of to-day, but for the 
Swansea, as it would in all pro- 
bability be, in the future. The Swan- 
sea Corporation had in this acted 
wisely; they had provided for at 
least five generations, and the gist of his 
Amendment was that one generation 
should not be asked to pay the whole of 
the expenditure. If that were done 
it would be a very serious matter for 
the people of Swansea at the present 
time. It would add over £5,000 a vear 
to their rates, which would mean a 34d. 
rate unless this Amendment was ac- 
cepted. There was no greater stickler 
for the integrity of municipal tinance 
than himself, and he would not have 
proposed this Amendment except for 
the permanent character of these works, 
which would last not for the one genera- 
tion which was asked to pay for them, 


. 
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but certainly for five or six, and probably | by Parliament in 1892. The Committee 
. . | : e ° 
a great many more. It might be said| had given borrowing powers to the 


that the works had cost considerably 


more than the original estimate, but | 


there was nothing unusual in the cost 
of public works exceeding the estimate 
for them, and he pointed out that in this 


| 


case the extra cost had not been a waste | 
of money because it had been caused | 
by the fact that the corporation had been | 


compelled to undertake the cost of supply- 
ing all the intervening area between the 
reservoir and Swansea—a distance of 
some twenty-eight miles—and that itself 


involved putting down another twenty- | 
| Committee. 


four-inch pipe line at a great cost, so that 
value had been obtained for the extra 


money spent, for the repayment of 
which the House was now asked 
to give an extension of time. To give 
sixty Vears was not exceptional. Man- | 
chester, Liverpool, and Birmingham | 


were all granted sixty years in which to 
pay off the loans they contracted for a 
similar purpose, while in the case of 
London 100 years were given. Those 
were the simple facts of the case. 
had no desire to weary the House further, 


He | 


but would now only appeal to hon. | 


Members to support the Amendment, 


assuril 


¢ them that if this Amendment | 


Was not carried a very great injustice | 
would be done to that great community | 


which he had the honour to represent. 
He begged to move. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 


District) said he rose to second the 


Amendment. This Amendment was really | 


an appeal from the decision of a Com- 
mittee of that House. The question 
before that Committee was a simple 
one. 
Swansea Tramways Company, Limited. 
Their opposition was duly heard, and 
the question settled in favour of the 
The Bill then passed 


corporation. 


through Committee, and it was now | 


under the consideration of the House. 
The Corporation of Swansea did not ask 
the House to go behind the Report ot 
the Committee except on one simple 
question, which was the terms upon 
Which the Corporation of Swansea should 
have a right to raise a sum of £270,000 
to complete the great undertaking to 
which his hon. friend had done such 
ample iustice—an undertaking authorised 


It was not opposed, except by the | 





corporation to the extent of £270,000, 
subject to the conditions that the loan 
must be repaid within thirty years. 
The corporation asked that the time 
of repayment should be extended over 
a period of sixty years. The period 
originally named in the Bill was 
sixty years. The Local Government 
Board reported that that period should 
be reduced to thirty vears, and the 
Committee accepted that recommenda- 
tion. The Amendment was in the nature 
of an appeal from the decision of the 
There were no questions 
in dispute. The matter was not 
of fact but of opinion. This, though 
it might appear to be a small question, 
was more important than it looked 
This was a question which affected 
all the municipalities of the United 
Kingdom, and it was not right that a 
hard-and-fast line should be taken by 
the Local Government Board to 
the limit of time for repayment. In 
determining the period the two elements 
that ought to taken into account 
were, firstly, the financial position of the 
corporation, and secondly, the character 
of the purposes for which the money 


one 


as 


be 


was to be borrowed. These two tests 
were amply satistied by the borough 
of Swansea. 
- 
In regard to this Bill, he would 


point out that there was no question 
of municipal trading involved. The 
supply of water was one of the 
primary duties of every corporation. 
In 1892 a plan was laid before Parlia- 
ment and passed with practically no 
opposition. In its main outline it was 
an accurate, well-ascertained plan. In 
som» respects the estimates of the engi- 
neers had not been fulfilled, but in dealing 
with great undertakings, notwithstanding 
the best advice, it was impossible that 
no anticipation should be falsified. But 
the reservoir was of a permanent character 
and would last for many generations. 
It would suffice for treble the existing 
population and also for the discharge ot 
the obligation under which the corpora- 
tion had been put to supply the populous 


centres which were gradually rising 
between the reservoir and Swansea 


itself, which had grown more densely 
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populated as time went on. The 
only other point that he wished to 
put was why hed this question about 
sixtv vears and th'rty vears been raised 
at this late period of the underiaking. 
Tn 1892 no objection was raised on the 
part of the Local Government Poard to 
the repayment of these Lorrowed sums 
being extended over a period of sixty 
veais. He could have understood the 
objections if the Corporat on of Swansea 
had sought for new powers. It m'ght then 
have been said that sixty vears was too 
long a period, hut once having allowed 
them to embark on a great enterprise, why 
at the last moment was this alteration 
made in the term for repayment ? He did 
not think there wes any occasion for ihe 
Local Government Board to take up a 
strong position on this matter. Their 
request was not unreasonable, and in the 
hope that it would be acceded to by the 
Government, or at any rate by the House, 
he begged to second the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the Bil!— 

“Tn page 13, [line 18, to leave out the word 
‘thirty, and insert the word ‘sixty ’“—(Sir 
George Newnes )—instead thereof.” 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘thirty’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eve), as 
Chairman of the Committee, felt bound to 
explain the reasons which actuated the 
Committee in the line they had taken. 
His hon. and learned friend had left out 
of sight the statement which had been 
circulated among Members of the House, 
and which related to previous loans 
granted to Swansea for its waterworks. 
When he looked at that statement he 
roticed that in 1892 ihe Corporation of 
Swansea was empowered to borrew 
£270,000 to be repaid in sixty vears. In 
1898 they again approached the Local 
(ievernment Board and were allowed to 
raise a further loan of £100,000, on the 
condition that it should be repaid in 
thirty years. It followed, therefore, that 
the attitude of the Local Government 
Roard with regard to the shorter term of 
repayment was adopted as far back as 
1898, 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES pointed ont 
that the undertaking was originally 


Mr. Bryninor Jones. 
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entered upon on the basis that the money 
required would not have to be repaid 
under sixty years. 


Mr. STEVENSON said in 1902 a 
further loan of £71,000 was granted 
on a term of repayment extending over 
sixty vears. In the present year on 
application was made for £250.00 
to be raised, and the Committee 
decided that the period of repayment 
should be thirty years. These loans for 
the Swansea waterworks amounted to 
£691,000, as compared with the original 
estimate of £270,000. He did not com- 
plain that there should have been so 
greit an excess over the original esti- 
mate, because undoubtedly one-half of 
the present loan was in respect oi the 
new pipeline. They found that out of the 
total of £691,000 a sum of £341,000 was 
repayable within sixty vears, whilst 
£550,000 had to be repaid within thirty 
years, Taking those amounts together, 
it appeared that Swansea was borrowing 
money for its waterworks on terms of 
repayment averaging forty-five vears, and 
the question which the House had to 
decide was whether forty-five vears was 
not a sufficiently long period to be 
allowed in a case of this kind. Previous 
attempts had been made, but without 
success, to get the period of thirty vears 
extended in relation to the £100,000 
borrowed in 1898. 





Dealing with the £250,000 
loan, he found that about one-hali of 
the amount represented excesses over 
previous estimates, due partly to 
miscaiculations and partly to require 
ments shown to be necessary, The 
other half related to the 1 
line, and they kad to consider what wus 
likely to be the length of life of that pipe- 
lime. Although the engineer’s evidence 
gave the life as likely to last from sixty 
to 100 years, other Committees had had 
be‘ore them similar evidence which had 
net given anything like so long a term. 
Then what changes were there in the 
development of Swansea or the growth 
of its population which induced them to 
put forward in the present year the 
demand for a loan of £250,000, when, in 
October of last vear, they only asked for 
£125,000. The reply which had been 
given to that question was that some 
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time ago there was a depression of trade | with, and the 


aid som? uncertainty as to the future, 
but owing to the recen’ advance in the 
tinplate trade and to other circum- 
stances Swansea was never more flourish- 
ing than it was now. The Committee did 
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not for amoment desire to deny the utility | 


or value of the second pipe line which 


might be needed in the future, 


and | 


they had inserted a clause in the Bill to | 


enable Swansea to supply water to other 


aithorities in the district on terms to be | 


arranged which would recoup them for 
the expenditure thus incurred. He 
agreed with the seconder of the Motion 


that a question of this kind went behind | 


the special merits of the Swansea case, 
avd he ventured to think that unless 
very especial circumstances were shown 


why the minimum period should be | 


departed from. it was not desirable or in 
the general interest of municipalities that 
this period of repayment of loans should 
be extended. It was deemed advisable 
t» have a speedy reduction of our national 
birdens, and surely it would be un- 
d-sirable to apply to municipalities a 


dfferent standard to that which was 
eyplied to national finance. He had 
very considerable doubts whether a cas> 
had heen established in favour of the 


longer period of repayment for Swansea, 
as he had polited out that by taking the 
Joans together the average term was 
forty-five years. At the same time he 
did not think that the decision of the 
Committee should interlere with the 
iree expression of opinion of the House 
ci Commons, and for his own part he 
was quite willing that the decision should 
be either reversed or confirmed by the 
House. 


*Mr. ALLHUSEN (Hackney, Central) 
recited the water history of Swansea. In 
1892 thev asked Parliament for powers to 
borrow £270,000 in order to mike water- 
works, a pipe line, and a reservoir, In 
1898 they asked for another £100,000, 
aid in 1902 for a further £71,000 for the 
purpose of completing works originally 
sonetioned in 1892 miking a total sum of 


£441,000. Then in 1905 they asked 
Parliament for a further sum of £125,000 


for the purpose of completing the works 
originally sanctioned, so that in the 
course of thirteen vears, during which 


time the works were being proceeded | 


594 


water consumers of 
Swansea had had no water from the new 
works, the amount of money sanctione| by 
Parliament had risen from £270,000 to 
£566,000. It was difficult for the Com- 
mittee to arrive at «an absolutely right 
judgment of the matter when the Bill 
was eutirely unopposed, because they had 
to sit as judges, and at the same t'me 
find out the whole facts of the cas? 
for themselves. The Committee did their 
very best to arrive at a right decision. 
They were helped by the evidence givea 
by a gentleman representing the Local 
Government Board, and he could not help 
feeling that in such a case it would be 
of very great advantage if the Local 
Government Board were to be represented 
bv counsel who could cross-examine the 
promoters of the Bill for the benefit of 
the Committee, and thus relieve them 
from the dual position of cross-examiners 
and judg:s. The water debt of Swansea 
would, with the addition of this £250,000 
loan, be increased to £836,010, which 
would be a very he:vy burdei on the 
ratepayers, for* whom he could not help 
feeling a great d:al of sympathy. This 
was rather a question which affected 
the future decisions of Commit*ees, and 
it s‘emed to him that a case had not 
been made out for granting a period of 
sixty vears for the repaymen* of all excess 
moneys requir-d in addition to the 
orizinal loan. The corporition had to 
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admit that they had exceeded ther 
original estimate three times; it had 


been increased by over 10) per cent., and 
it was too much to ask the House to now 
sanction repayme.t of these additional 
sums over a period of sixty years. The 
real question at issue was wh>ther the 
Hous> intended to do anything at all to 
check excessive municipal borrowings and 
to put some drag on extravazant exp -n- 
ditire. In this case the Committee 
arrived at the very best decisio: on the 
ev.dence before them, and nothing had 
beea said by hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to alter his opinion that the averag> 
term of forty-five years for repayment 
of this large deb: was a very fair 
condition. 


*Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., Sower- 
by) pointed out the great difficulty under 
which corporations and other local 
authorities laboured whea they had to 
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meet these variable and erratic decisions 
of the Local Government Board. Here 
was an instance, he said, where for the 
same waterworks, and for the same class 
8 work, in 1892 the Board granted sixty 
ars, in 1898, only thirty vears, in 1902 
ect sixty years, and in 1905, now thirty 
vears for the larger sum. It was im- 
possible for a municipality to discuss and 
consider its schemes, and to prepare its 
undertakings, with such variable decisions 
before it. He did appeal to the 
House to extend this period to sixty 
vears. The difference between that time 
and thirty vears meant, in the event of a 
loss in working the undertaking, an addi- 
tion of 53d. in the £ to the rates of the | 
borough, and in the event of a profitable 
undertaking, it meant that for the next 
thirty years the ratepayers had to pav a 
much enhanced price for their water, so 
that their suecessors could have it for 
next to nothing. There was a great out- 
ery throughout the country about the 


heavy increase in rates, and here was a 
case where a 35$d. addition was being 


deliberately forced on a municipality by 
the Local Government Board. As an 
illustration of the irregular methods of 
exercising pressure adopted by that De- 
partment, he mentioned an instance 
where it fell to his lot to be one of a 
deputation waiting upon a President of 
the Board a few vears ago, It was in 
connection with the 
sewage of a public authority, and the 
Board had intimated that the lecal 
euthority must have land for filtration 
purposes. The corporation pointed cut 
that all the land available—in tact all 
the land of the district was of a clay sub- 
soil, and perfectly useless for the purpose. 
The Board ‘replied, “It does not matter, 
we shall insist on your obtaining land,” 
and the corporation’s answer to this was 
that there was no legal power to compel 
them to buy land. The President of the 
Local Government Board acknowledged 
that this was so, but added that thev 
would force them to buy land by stopping 
all their other borrowing powers till they 
did it, although, he said in addition, if they 
agreed to buy the land they would not 
compel them to use it. He put it to the 
House whether that was a fair or reason- 
able way for a great Department to 
exercise its powers, and in another direc- 
tion was not this pressure upon Swansea 


Mr, Higham. 
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another illustration of the Board’s yn- 
reasonable requirements? Year by year, 
water authorities found it necessary to ma) 
greater distances for their supply. The 
schemes became more and more oat! 
and naturally were being made to sup 
ereater areas, and to look further » eta 
In many cases, expenditure did not really 
become fruitful for ten or twenty years, 
Water was a prime necessity, and it was 
doubly important that it should be both 
plentiful and cheap. Would it not be 
wise, therefore, to give the longer period 
| for repayment ? If a corporation bought 
| 

| 

| 





up an existing waterworks, the 1 part: 
ment made no difference in its fin: ine al 
treatment, and if in the case of a works 
—reservoirs, etc.—-already fifty vears old, 
it was wise to give fifty or sixty years for 
repayment, surely it was most reasonable 
to ask for the longer period in the ease of 
constructing new works. The pressure 
upon present ratepayers to pay off the 
capital cost of waterworks for the beuefit 
of a coming generation was altogether too 
heavy, and this was especi«lly apparent 
when they remembered that these works 
were never destroyed orcast uside. They 
were extended or added to, but they 
always retained their utility. He had the 
greatest sympathy with the demands tor 
short periods of time for the repayment 
of loans in cases where the municipalities 
vent in for purely commercial under- 
| takings, but water supply was a matter of 
| life and death, an absolute necessity, a 
; case in which a corporation must spend 
money for posterity, and he submitted to 
the House that the sixty years asked for 
was not too long a period. He therefore 
supported the Amendment to alter thirty 
years to sixty Vears, 





Mr. ROSE (Cambridgeshire, New- 
market) said the motives which made 
him, as a member of the Committee, 
unwilling to consent to an extension of 
the period of the loan, or to a period of 
sixty years for the additional money 
required, were those of financial prudence 
and a desire to restrict excessive muni- 
cipal borrowing, feeling as he did that 
if a period of sixty years was allowed it 
might be an incentive to over-borrowing 
on the part of municipalities, whereas the 
shorter period would certainly conduce 
to greater caution. As to the suggestion 
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that gross injustice might be done to 
certain classes of the community by 
the imposition of the larger rate neces- 
sary to repay the loan in the shorter 
period, 
favour of the Bill was that the works 
were rendered necessary by 
great prosperity of trade in Swansea. 
The tinplate trade was said to be enjoy- 
ing unexampled prosperity in Swansea, 
and that being so the class concerned 
could hardly object to the imposition of 
the additional rate. 


Stix WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


Ilkeston) said that while he svmpathised | 


with the desire to keep municipal ex- 
penditure within judicious bounds, he 
thought that if there was one province 
more than another in which the House 
should be extremely careful how such 
restrictions were applied, it was in that 
concerning the public health of the 
community. Borrowing for such pur- 
poses ought to be encouraged rather than 
checked, for economy in that direction 
was the worst possible economy that 
could be practised. In Lincoln recently 
there had been 700 cases of typhoid 
fever brought about by an_ inefficient 
water supply, and the cost of that out- 
break would have twice over supplied 
Lincoln with a supply of pure water. 
Hxpenditure on drainage, sewage dis- 
posal, or water supply ought to be en- 
couraged by the 


Board, and allowed the most liberal | 
terms they could command. The 
authorities at the Local Government | 


Board knew how difficult it was to get 


local authorities to incur large expendi- | 


The | 


ture for public health purposes. 
bigger authorities would undertake it 
because they were always allowed the 
longest terms for repayment, 
smaller authorities were usually unable 


to get the same length of term, and) 


therefore were more frightened at the 
expenditure. For these 
should support the Amendment of his 
hon. friend. 


Tue SECRETARY to tax LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Granr 
_ VOL, CXLV. [Fourrs Srrizs.] 
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one of the chief arguments in | 


the | 


Local Government | 


bat the | 


reasons he | 
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| Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R. Thirsk) said 


he did not know where the hon. Member 
|opposite learnt his financial policy ; it 
was certainly not at the Local Govern- 
ment Board. Hon. Members’ were 
altogether mistaken in supposing that 
the Board had adopted a dictatorial or 
overbearing attitude to the Committee. 
The Committee had the whole ol 
the facts before them, and on the 
| evidence submitted to them, which, of 
course, was the evidence of the present 
ratepayers, they came to their decision. 
|The House was now asked to overrule 
the decision of the Committee, and with- 
out any evidence as to the special cireum- 
stances of the case to fix one of the 
most difficult things possible, viz., the 
proper period of a loan for waterworks 
nditions. If there were 


Corporation Bil, 


under certain ¢ 
special features in the case they were 
considered by the Committee. 

point that for works and land 
orginally estimated to cost £270,000 no 
less than £691,000 had been requ'red, a 
‘fact which showed very curious finance 


He might 


out 


and somewhat doubtful engineering skill 
The House cught to be .very careful ip 
this matter of the period of loans. The 
enormous increase in the amount of loca! 
debt was a very serious matter and the 
only way in which it could be checked 
was by placing at any rate a considerable 
proportion of the burden upon those who 
by their votes decided upon making the 
expenditure. No doubt there would be 
relief to the present ratepayers if the 
period of repayment were extended to 
sixty years, but what would happen in 
the future? According to the Report of 
a Committee over which he himself pre- 
| sided, the result of extending the period 
of repayment for a loan of £250,000 from 
thirty to sixty years would 
saving of over £3,000 a year to the present 
‘ratepayers, but the amount of interest 
alone would be £291,994 as against 
£132,600 for the shorter period, so that 
‘from the point of view of the Swansea 
| ratepayers it would really be penny wise 


and pound foolish to extend the period of 


mean a 


‘repayment. He hoped the House would 
| reject the Amendment. 
0 
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Question put. 
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Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay.SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.F.) ; 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
3arlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blake, Edward 





{COMMONS} 





Corporation Bill. 400 


The House divided :—Ayes, 153; Noes, 


111, 
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3urt, Thomas 
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Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
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Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
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Fenwick, Charles 


| Macdona, John ¢ 
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MacVeagh, Jeren 
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Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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Hayter.Rt.Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
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Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jones, Lief (Appleby) Perks, 
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Kitson, Sir James Priestley, Arthut 
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Layland- Barratt, Francis | Rasch, Sir Fred 
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Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
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Lough, Thomas 
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Morgan, J. Lloyc 
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| Murray, Col. Wy 


O’Brien, Patrick 
O'Connor, John 
O'Connor, T. P. 
| O'Kelly, Conor 
| O'Malley, Willia 
| O'Mara, James 


Ridley, S. Forde 


sill to be read the third time. | 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, ETC., 
CONTINUANCE BILL. 

Order read, for resuming adjourned | 
debate on Amendment to Question [17th 
April], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


| 
| 
Which Amendment was— | 


“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the 
end of the Question. in order to add the words 
‘no Bill dealing with the severe burden of the 
local rates on the agricultural industry will be 
satisfactory or afford permanent relief which 
does not provide for a contribution payable by 
the owners of land based on its selling value, 
and utilise the fund so provided to relieve the 
ratepayers of a substantial portion of the 
bucdens which result from the local payment of 
national services, and from the incidence of 
existing rates on buildings and improvements, 
instead of adopting the crude and unfair method 
of paying half the rates on agricultural land out 
of the Imperial Exchequer.’ ”’—( Mr. Whitley) 
instead thereof. 


(Juestion again proposed, ‘“‘ That the 
words proposed to be left out stand’part 
of the Question.” 


Mr. SOARES (continuing) said that 
When interrupted by the adjournment he 
Was congratulating hon. Members oppo- 
site on theirtouching and childlike faith in 
the beneficence of landlords and the good 
intentions of the present Government. 
And yet the hon. Member for Tavistock 
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Renwick, Georce 


Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 





Continuance Bill, 402 


‘umming Rutheriord, John (Lancashire) 
Thomas J. | Samue},S:irHarry®.( Limehouse) 
viah Semuel. Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
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| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
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1 (Carmarthen | Spear, John Ward 

nt | SpencerRtHnC.R.(Northhants 

ndham ‘Bath) | Strachey, Sir Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan E.) 

Thomas, David Alfred (Merthy 
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alter R. | Wanklyn, James Leslie 
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| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

| Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse.SirJ.T.( Hudders fd 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
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(Kilkenny) 
(Kildare, N.) 
(Liverpool) 

( Mayo, N.) 
m 


eric Carne 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Sir 
George Newnes and Mr. 
Brynmor Jones. 


had said that during the last twenty 
years farmers had not made any interest 
on their capital and had had only bread 
and cheese for their dinner. He presumed, 
however, that during that twenty years 
the landlords had been receiving their 
rents, and certainly the Party opposite 
had been in office throughout the 
whole period with a very short break. 
It, therefore, seemed that the tenant 
farmer, at any rate, had very little reason 
to hold any strong faith in the present 
Administration. Instead of benefiting the 
agricultural industry the present Govern- 
ment had more or l+ss injured it. For in- 
stance, they hid passed the Motor Car Act. 
The cost of repairing the damage done 
to the high roads by motor-cars fell upon 
the agricultural community. The Govern- 
ment had passed the Education Aci, the 
rates for which were not only high, but 


| were destined to increase steadily from 


year to year. Proper provision had not 
been made for the cost of education, and 
the burden of the education rate was 
filling heavily upon the agricultural 
community. In spite of all these addi- 
tional heavy burdens, the Agricultural 
Rates Act was at the same figure as in 
i896. But, nevertheless, he was going to 
vote for the Second Reading of this Bill 
because he believed that the benefit, 
although it went to the landlord in the 
majority of cases, also went to the small 
freeholder and to those in possession of 


Q 2 








4033 





Agriculiuru’ Rates Act 


long leases. 
this Act now, because many farmers had 
taken their farms relying upon this Act 
being cont nued, What was required 
was that the whole reting law should be 
thoroughly overhauled. At the present 
time personalty did not pay its fair share 
towards local burdens, but he did not 
think any good suggestions had been 


made as to he way personalty could be 


rated. He thought the enly way to 
accomplish this was to graduate the 
Income-tax and make grants-in-aid 


towards local burdens. He did net 


think that the grants now made under 
this Act should he abolished unless 
AERO TADAMIEA UW Asacianiine Oe OR, 
ad companie G iN a scientine r AAPUSUIE hi 


of the local burdeus of taxation. Inas- 
much they did not want this 
discontinued, he hoped the Seeond 
Reading would passed without a 
division. When the whole question 
of rating came to be considered, 
he hoped it would be dealt with not by 
the present by: 


e 4 
as ZAC 


be 


Administration, but | ye 
Liberal Government which would not 
have regard so much to the interests of 


the landlords, but would pay some 
regard to the interests of the tenant 


farmer and sec that he got his fair share 
of relief from the burdens of taxation. 
*Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) said there seemed to be a 
delightiul unanimity of opinion that the 
Government had seriously neglected their 
duty upon this question during the last 
nme years by not bringing in a com- 
prehensive measure. This was one of the 
most important questions that could 
come before the country and the House. 
It raised the question of the position of 
the agriculturist in this country and the 
point as to how farming could be bes: 
carried on. The hon. and gallant 
Member for Essex had told them that if 
they dd not want to deteriorate into a 
miserable class of humanity, unable to 
serve their country either in the Army or 
in the field, there were only two alter- 
natives—they must either relieve the 
country districts of rates and taxes, or 
else go back to a system of bounties upon 
corn. 
third alternative, namely, the establish- 
ment of a peasant proprietary upon the 
land. He thought that was the only 
true solution. The position of affairs in 


He would venture to suggest a | 
| compulsory purchase. 


(COMMONS} 


Tt would be unfair to repeai | regard 
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Bill was entirely 
had been described 
by other hon. Members as to the 
manner in which it affected their 
constituencies, because in Scotland this 
form of relief to the crofters would not 
affect the position of the landlords, The 
rent wes fixed, and if they took awa: 
this measure relief it would be a 
serious matter jor the croftingcommunity. 
He knew that the whole question was 


to this 
different to what 


oi 


surrounded with difficulties, but were 
they to part with this small 
measure of relief because it had been 


alluded to ina doctrinaire fashion without 
regard to the manner in which the people 
‘ived 2? He knew of poor country districts 
where the rates were up to 12s and 4s, 
inthe £. He did not think the hon, Mem- 
ber for the Elland Division had treated 
the matter from the practical point o! 
view. As fer back as 1878 the New Zealand 
Governnient had legisiated according to 
the ideas of the hon. Member. The Act 
was a dead failure, brought nothing to 
the Exchequer and did nothing for either 
town or country. In more recent times 
similor provisions had eg2in been enacted 
and they were a dead letter, Land was 
valued by a Government officer whose 


instructions were as far as possible to 
ensure fair valuation all over the country. 
Coming to farms of the same selling value 
nothing would be allowed by way ot 
deduction from taxation for improve- 
ments, and although the wording of the 
Act was pliin, no lawyer would advise an 
action against the Government. The 
plain fact was that there was no 
such thing as a taxable asset as the 
unimproved and prime value of land. 
He would remind his hon. friend that 
directly they began to tax the unim- 
proved value of land they would find 
themselves involved in a sea of difficulty 
out of which there was no means of 
escape. Itshould not be overlooked that 
lant without population was absolutely 
valueless. Again, to reduce the relief 
given to those living on and about the 
land was not the way to get at the unim- 
proved value. The only effective way to 
deal with the matter was by a system of 


He cou'd corroborate what had been 
said by the hon. Member for Tavistock as 
to the condition of the farming industry, 


the Highlands and Islands of Scotland in | for he knew farmer after farmer in his own 


Mr. Soares. 
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county who was barely making a liviag, 
and who did not carn equivalent to the 


ordinary man who was getting £1 a week | 


in wages. These men remained on the 
land because they felt that thev were 
doing & good service to the State as well 
as to themselves and their families. ‘The 
disadvantages of farmers as compared 
with tradesmen was that farmers had 
to labour under a great land monopoly 
system. If farmers had not been handi- 
camped at every turn by the position in 
which landlords had been placed they 
would now have been in a far more prosper- 
ous state, and the state of the agricultural 
udustry to-day would hive been much 
different. At the present moment the 
position of the agricultural labourer was 
the worst possible, He did not approve 
of the attempt whi:h had been made to 
set eountry against town, because a 
town could not suceced if the country 
was being beggared. They had to largely 
lepend npon the country, because it wa 
from the lind that evervthiny e»me, and 
if they handicapped the lind and pre- 
vented free access to it, it Was Impossib|i 
for the agricultural industry to be ec irried 
in a satisfactory way. The hon 
Member ior West Birmingham, in a recent 
speech, had said at Limehouse that t} 
was not an azricultura! country. He 
wished topoi it out that withtheexception 
of Belgium this country produced more 
corn per acre than any other country in 
the world. He was aware that it was not 
of the same excellent quality as in some 
places where the vield was smaller, but 
nevertheless English farming was 
excellent, and it was an undoubted fact 
that this country was capable of growing 


ayy 
i 


1S 


corn successfully, Sco'ch farmers were 
proverb al for their farming ab lit es, and 


those who had visited Irelind must have 
come to the con‘lusion that as an 
agricultural or a geazing country Ireland 
did not lag behind either England o: 
Scotland. There were larse quantiti 
of grazing land in Ireland superior to 
any of the land in Kngland and Scotland, 
and it was worth two or three times as 
much. Therefore, he should support the 
Government in this small measure of 
relief which was given under this Bill. 
Thev had been told by the hon. and 
“illant Member for Essex that there were 
thousands of acres of derelict land in 


B cgay 
iu~SeX. 
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would take them round that land and 


inform them what the amount of 
tithe rent-charge and other dis- 
advantiges were they would readily 


understand why it was that agriculture 
was so much handicapped in every direc- 
tion. The land wanted freedom, and if 
they could have it cultivated by a 
peasant proprietary there would then 
be absolutely no necessity to come to 
the Government for bribes and doles. 
The necessity for revaluation had been 
alluded to. He did not think they 
wanted anything of the sort, for what 
they required was that some of the 
services thrown upon the land should be 
nationalised, in order to give some relief 
to the rates of the poor. Under all the 
circumstances he felt thet this House 
would only be doing its duty if it sup- 
ported the Government in endeavouring 
to pass this Bill. 


MARK STEWART (Kirkeud 
brightshire) said he was quite satistied 
that the relief which had been given to 
the agricultural industry under this Act 
in the past had been the means of keep- 
iig many farmers upon their farms who 


SIR 


would ctherwise have ceased to be 
tenants. By passing this Act, in the 


first instance, in spite of the great oppo- 
sition of the other side of the House, the 
Giovernment had shown that they were 
desirous of doing something for the 
tenant farmer. The hon. Member who 
spoke last said that rents were being 
paid and that the landlords were flour- 
ishing, but was that statement true ? 
Were the tenants getting anything at all 
out of the land? He was sure that they 
were not getting suificient to keep them- 
elves and their families. And yet hon. 
Members came down to the House of 
Commons and said that the farmers 
were well off, and that the landlords 


were better off still. It was a well- 
known fact that the rental of an 
estate was not always a true indi- 
cation of its prosperity or value, 
because a great many deductions 
had to be made. He contended 


that the condition of agriculture was at 
a low ebb just now, and tenant farmers, 
as a rule, were making only a bare 
living. In his opinion the relief given 
under this Bill was neither a dole nor a 
bribe, but it was only what was due to 
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the landed interest. Why should not a 
tenant on his farm be allowed to have the 
land just as a tradesman had his capital 
to work with. The land was the farmer’s 
capital, and if he did not work it to its 
full extent he incurred losses, and when 
he was rated and taxed as at present he 
was practically called upon to pay twice | 
over. The Government had been twitted | 
with having been in office for nine years | 
without bringing in a comprehensive Bill 
dealing with this question, but he 
would like to ask why previous Govern- 
ments had not dealt with it? He hoped 
that the House would agree to pass the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 
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difficult situation in warfare. His hon. 
friend had suggested that the Scotch 
method was a very good plan. He did 
not think that it signified much who 
paid the rates in the first instance, 
because he thought that they would 
ultimately fall upon the landlord. 

He was a small landowner and tenant 
farmer himself, and he viewed the subject 


‘from both sides. He felt quite sure 


that the rates did fall upon the land- 
never entertained 
contrary. Long 


any view to the 


| before this Act was in force he made 
/a speech in the country in which he 


spoke of the incidence of the rates 
I 


falling upon the landlords, and a letter 


Str BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said that to him the proposals in 
this Bill seemed to run on parallel lines 
with the sugar bounties. He thought | 
they were wrong and should never have 
been put on, but he felt that if they 
were done away with by a stroke of the 
pen a great deal of misery and hardship 
would occur. He felt the same with | 
regard to the proposals in this Bill, be- 
cause it had now been in operation for 
nine years and they could not do away | 
with it without doing a considerable 
amount of injustice. He thought he 
should only be acting consistently if he 
took the same view as he did in regard 
to the sugar bounties. Four years ago 
when the Bill was renewed they were in 
the middle of a very extensive war, and 
he thought it was the duty of. 
‘those men of mature age like himself 
to make some sacrifice, and to 
make some contribution towards the 
expenses of the war. (Circumstances were 
different now, because there was no war 
going on, and there was no necessity to 
make the same sacrifices, The First 
Lord of the Treasury had said that 
before this great question could be dealt 
with properly it would be necessary to 
pass a Valuation Bill. They had such a 
Bill brought forward last year which in 
his opinion formed a geod basis for a 
settlement. He did not deny that there 
were difficulties in regard to any scheme 
dealing with the incidence of local taxa- 
tion. He wished to point out, however, | 
that right hon. Gentlemen opposite were | 
the e to deal with difficult questions, 
and they had no more right to shirk | 
them than a soldier had to shirk a/ 


Sir Mark Stewart, 


the good of the country. 
glad indeed that the sacrifice was not 
accepted, and he did not think he was 
/ required to make the sacrifice again. He 
did not think that any landowner should 


wes written by a prominent Conserva- 


tive pointing out that the incidence 


of the rates was upon the landlord, 
What would happen if this Bill were not 
renewed ? On Michaelmas Day next 
every tenant would appear before his 
landlord and demand a reduction in rent, 


'and if he did not get it he would give a 


year’s notice. He quite agreed with his 


| hon. friend the Member for Somersetshire 


that it was impossible to adopt the 
remedy suggested of assessing land at its 


‘unimproved value, because there was no 


such thing as the unimproved value of 
land. People got into a ‘oose way of 
talking about the buying, selling, and 
hiring of land. What was bought, sold, 
or hired was the improvement of the 
land, the process of improvement having 
gone on from generation to generation. 
Sometimes it was a little more or a little 
less, but for the moment the improvement 


of the land had disappeared entirely, and 


the buildings were all that remained. 
There was no estate in his part of the 
world that could not be bought for a 


/smaller sum than that for which the 


buildings were insured. Even the tn- 
proved value had disappeared. Four 
years ago, as he had said, he was prepared 
to make a sacrifice of this subvention for 
He was very 


vote for the Bill because it would put 
money in his own pocket, but landowners 
were certainly not called upon to oppose 
it. He thought the hon. Member for 
Halifax would be wisely advised if he 
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would ask leave to withdraw the Amend- 
ment. 


Agricultural Rates Act 


Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) 
said there was a great deal of misunder- 
standing and misrepresentation in regard 
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to this legislation which would be re- | 


moved if it were borne in mind that the 


term ‘relief? as applied to this Bill was | 


very ambiguous. Relief might be either a 
conipassionate allowance or the removal 
ofa grievance. 


He repudiated absolutely | 


the idea that there was anything in the | 


nature of charitable relief in this legis- 
lation. It effected only the removal of a 
long-standing and grevious injustice—an 
injustice not as between realty and 
personalty, but as between two sorts of 
rateable property —as between 
occupler cf agricultural land and the 
owner Of clerical tithe rent-charge, and 
other owners and occupiers of rateable 
property. The farmer was rated not only 
on his dwelling-house and other buildings, 
bat on the land which corresponded to 
the stock-in-trade of his fellow rate- 
payers. The parson was still made 
rate: ble in respect of his salary, though 


all other forms of personalty were re- | 
from liability as long ago as | 


leased 
Is40. That was recognised by Sir 
Robert Peel, Mr. Gladstone, and Sir G. 
Cornwall Lewis, and that was why the 
Act of 1840 was made an annual Act. 
Each of these so-called favoured classes 
had still just the same grievance as the 
urbin ratepayer in respect to his house 
and buildings, and had the same right to 
complain that the whole question of rating 
as between realty and personalty had not 
been dealt with. There was no injustice 
of the kind pointed out by the hon. Mem- 
ber for West Ham. The urban ratepayer 
had no grievance whatever that was not 
still resting heavily upon the agricultural 
ratepayer and the tithe-owner, and this 
Bill was directed to meet the extra injus- 
tice existing as between the latter and the 
general class of ratepayers. There had 
been no reversal of the order of the 
Royal Commission’s Report. Hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite came down to the House 
and imputed all the basest motives to 
hon, Gentlemen on his side for support- 
ing that legislation, then said they were 
going to do the same thing, and afterwards 
asked the country to believe they were 


actuated by the highest motives and | did not proceed on the right lines. 


the | 
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hon. Members on his side by the worst, 
because the latter had never wavered in 
their opinion on that question. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) said that the President of the Local 
Government Board had told them that the 
first essential towards the solution of this 
matter was to have uniformity in valu- 
ation for rating. It seemed to him that 
the Government had been rather playing 
with the subject. They only introduced 
a Valuation Bill for the first time last 


| year, and they made no attempt to push 


it forward. This year the right hon. 
Gentleman said that the Bill was in an 
advanced stage of preparation. The 
Royal Commission on Local Taxation had 
reported, and the Agricultural Rates Act 
had been in operation for nine years. 
Surely the Government had had time to 
make up their mind, and yet the right 
hon. Gentleman was not prepared to 
produce the Bill. One would have 
expected that by this time the Govern- 
ment would have been able to lay upon 
the Table their detailed proposals for the 
reorganisation of local rating. To his 
mind that was degrading the House o 
Commons, and absolutely playing with 
the country. He did not know any Buiil 
which had been disparaged more by its 
movers than this Bill had been disparagd 
by the right hon. Gentleman himself. 
The right hon, Gentleman stated that 


it was neither a complete nor per- 
manent scheme, it was admittedly 
incomplete and provisional. He was 


/sure that the right hon, Gentleman, 


aithough he had not been long Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board, 
would admit that the present measure was 
crude and clumsy, giving most relief to 
the land which least needed it. The hon. 
Member for Essex stated that in his 
constituency there were thousands of 
acres of derelict land. How much relief 
had these acres got from this Bill? That 
derelict land ought to be benefited by 
this Act if any land was to receive 


| benefit. 


This Bill would perpetuate the in- 
elasticity of the Act of 1896. The 
subvention amounted to £1,330,000, and 


‘they had been told that this had been 


‘the salvation of the agricultural interest. 


He had always contended that this Bill 
It 
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did not take into account the fact that 

rates were rising, and that while the | 
rates rose the Treasury subvention 
was stereotyped, and that, therefore, 
the farmer was hit if the 
increased during his tenancy. Un- 
fortunately the grievance in connection 
with rural rating had been largely 
accentuated during the past nine years. 
Nobody could deny that rural rates had 
increased to an enormous extent. Local 
bodies had been created, and when a 
local body desired to show that it wanted 
to do good to its neighbours it could 
only do good by spending money, and 
the more it spent the more it had to take 
out of the ratepayers’ pockets. His hon, 
friend the Member for the Tavistock 
Division had said that there had been a 
natural increase ot rates. 


Agriculiural Rites Act 


Mr. SPEAR: I said that a natural 
increase of rates had arisen very largely 
from the increased cost of main roads. 


Mr. LAMBERT said there was no 
coubt that the cost of main roads had 
coutributed in some degree to the in- 
crease, but he apprehended that the 
ducation Act had contributed ina far 
greater in Devonshire. He was 
a‘raid that the education rate there would 
be something like Is. in the £ In 
Surrey the education rate would be th 
same amount. Here was an admitted 
erlevance, and the Agricultural Rates Act 
did not touch it at all. The benefits of 
the Act had been largely neutralised 
because of the enormous burdens put on 
the ratepayers by local bodies. Tf a farm 
was valued at, sav, £100, and the rate 
rose Is. in the £, the farmer would cas 
to pay £5 a vear more, but he could not 
go to the landlord an o ask areduction in 
his rent of £5. It cost a tenant farmer a 
considerable amount to move from 
one farm to another, and, therefore, 
rather than change he paid the increased 
rate, while getting no reduction of rent, 
li the ( nment had been in earnest 
in this matter they woul! have intro- 
duced a measure giving effect to the 
priteiple advocated years ago of a division 
of sates between landlord and tenant 
'f the rates increased the landlord shou'd 
pay his share as well as the tenant. 


dk gree 


‘ + 
rOVe! 


There was one principle in this Ac: that 
had been valuab!e to the agricu!tural in- 


M r. 


Lambert. 
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| terest and that was the rating of land at 
halfits annual value. W iththe rising ra ites, 
‘if land had been rated atits full value 
there would, have been a great deal more 
derelict land than there was at present, 
|It was the splendid surplus which Sir 
William Harcourt left them that enabled 
the Government to pass this Act. If 
hon. Members opposite distrusted the 


future action of the Liberal Party in 
regard to this measure, why did they not 
make it permanent 4 

Mr. A. K. LOYD said it was originally 


intended that it should be permanent. It 
was only made temporary in deference 
to the pressure of the Liberal Party. 


Mr. L, AMBERT said he was in the 
House of Commons in [896 and he knew 
; that the Government had a majority of 
160, It was ridiculous, therefore, to talk 
of the pressure of the Liberal Party. 


There was an essential difference 
between urban and rural rating in 
this matter. Urban land derived its 


value from the labour of the community 
aiid, therefore, he said to his 
the town, “By all means tax 
land so as to relieve the 
upon those who live ia large centres 
of population.’ The hon. Member tor 
West Ham denounced this Bill, but why 
did he asd his colleagues who represented 
those highly-burdened communities not 
devote some of their energies to the tax- 
ing of ground which was o! e.ormous 
value in the London ? = Many 


n 


friends in 
this 
ra‘es that fall 


city of 


landowners derived princely revenues 
irom the city of London, while they paid 
very little ian rates, ‘There was a differ- 
ence beiwee rbai in land and rural land, 
Rural land had no value except that 
which was created by the skill ot the 
farmer and the capita! of the landlord. 
The hon, Gentleman the Member for the 
Niland Division said they must base taxa- 
tion on the unimproved value of agricul- 
tural land. He could tell his hon. friend 


that value would be very small indeed. 
He looked over an estate the other day 
for the purpose of valuing the buildings 


for insurance. He was amazed to find 
that the buildings amounted to £4,800, 
though the young value of the estate, il put 


into the m itket, suld not be more than 
£8,000. He agrees ie ‘mith the hon. Member 
for Halifax that the present system did 
check enterprise, but in this matter they 











Agnecultural Rutes Act 


415 
had not a “clean slate.” Ifthey had aj port the Bill although he disagreed 


clean slate he would have no hesitation 
in voting for the Amendment. 
glad to hear his hon, friend say that he 
wished to relieve agriculture of national! 
services such as the maintenance of main 
roads. Whatever might be the defects 
of the Bill he thought it was impossible 
at the present moment to withdraw it. 
The Leader of the Opposition had taken 
the right course in the matter. Land 
had now been bought and sold subject 
to half the rate being paid, and, unless 
they were prepared to introduce drastic 
leg'slation to enable every tenant farimer 
to claim the amount which he now re- 
caived in subvention from his landlord, 
it would be impossible to withdraw 
the Bill. But the time would come when 
the problem of rural rating would be put 
on a sound basis, on the principle that 
those who had the most should pay the 
mosf i rates. 

*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.) said hon. 
Members opposite had been escaping 
down the back stairs on this question. 
He thought it was almost time for the 
hon. Member who cressed the floor of the 
House on this very question to return to 
this side of the House, since his present 
had now been converted to 
views to which he so strongly objected. 
Hon. Members opposite seemed to have 
got fonder and fonder of this Bill, for 
which the hon. Member who spoke last 
hid actually taken eredit. He agreed 
with a great many of the observa- 
tions made in the remarkable speech by 
the hon. Member for North Norfolk. 
A great deal had been said about the 
rate: on land being an hereditary burden 
asthe Jand had been bought and sold 
subject to them. He did not see how 
that argument vanished away after an 
interval of five or nine years. How could 
they then be transformed into non- 
hereditary burdens? That was a very 
remarkable way of evading the ques- 
tion. 
Leader of the Opposition, who - said, 


associates 


There was the speech of the | 
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with the principle of it. 
He was | 


“My views are exactly the same as they | 
were four or five vears ago, and yet | 


my policy has changed.” ‘The policy 


Was not founded on his own views, 
but on the views of other people. On 
the other hand, the hon. Member 


for Oldham said he was going to sup- 


| 
| 
| 
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That was very 
the course was generally the 
y, for some people agreed to 
support a Bill in principle but not in its 
details. He sympathised with the hon. 
Members for O!dham and Elland, because 
he always sympathised with good men 
th adversity. Then, the 
hon. Member 3Zarnstaple began by 
making a speech on the Bi'l four vears 
ago. and then he suddenly changed his 
mind, 


remarkable ; 


| ee ee 
other way, 


struggling 


a 
101 


Mr. SOARES sa‘d he did not speak 


four years ago. 


*Mer. PEEL said he svmpathised with 
the hon. Gentleman that he did not get 
rid of his speech on that occasion. The 
hon. Member now said that a number 


of long leaseholders and small lease- 
holders would get considerable advan- 


tage from the Bill. 


Mr. SOARES said he had voted forthe 
Bill four years ago. 


*Mr. PEEL said he was very glad to 
hear it, but he certainly thought from the 
remarks which the hon. Member had made 
about landlords, that he could not, con- 
sistently with his principles, have voted 
for the Bill. The fact really was, as stated 
very frankly by the hon. Member op- 
posite, that the rent did not represent 
the value of the land. It represented a 
very small percentage on the capital cost 
and the improvements made on the land. 
A land agent told him the other dav that 
Bediordshire the rent did not 


all over 
represent more than, if so much as, one 
per cent. of the value of the land and 


the money spent in improvements and 
buildings. He was glad to see that the 
curious prejudice against landlords, which 
was due to causes which had long ceased 
to exist, was really dying out amongst 
hon. Members opposite. 


Hon. Members had spoken about 
the grievances of urban ratepayers, 
He did not desire to minimise these 


grievances, but he thought the me.ns 
for stemming the tide of municipal 
expenditure lay in the hands of 
urban ratepayers themselves, if they 
would only use them. It was a curious 
fact that in the election for the London 
County Council not 40 per cent. of the 
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ratepayers on each side could be induced | addition to his rent, and if the burden of 
to come and vote at the polls. That | the rates was taken off the land the 
being so, it did not lie with the urban | landlord would get the benefit. They 
ratepayers to say to Parliament, “Do had been told from the other side that 
not give this relief to the agricultural | the farmers had been living on the verge 
ratepayers, but come to our assistance.” | of starvation, only able to earn bread and 
a ve , _,|cheese. He knew it was said that a 
Pag ggg ue ge goed pad landlord was entitled to get the best rent 
vag Pita re av, see he could from his tenant ; but why sh 
the hon. Member represented a Man- | us tenaat; bub why should 


; : , ., | he come to the House of Commons and 
chester constituency, did he think it 


a say that the farmers were living on tho 
fair the ie ratepayers of Manchester | * : 5 

air that the “Septal! verge of starvation? If that were the 
should pay 7s. 84d. a year in rates and 


: case, why did he not reduce the rent to 
be made to contribute also to the rural | apres rein 5 ie Maines 
baie | his tenants so as to enavie the farmers to 

/get a good living? Why should land- 
*Mr. PEEL said he had not been much | lords ask the House of Commons to grant 
challenged on the question in Manchester. relief on rates to one section of the 
He maintained that if there was a definite |Community, and place the burden on 
unfairness on the agricultural interest of | other industries who were not better 
the burden of the rates that grievance | able to bear it than the landlords. He, 
ought to be removed, and if it was to be | for one, should divide the House on this 
removed the money must come from | question, 


somewhere. CotoxrL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
| shire, Newport) said that the hen. Member 
for the Mansfield Division had told the 
House, with great truth, that at the last 
general election Liberals obtained their 
seats by denouncing what they were 
going to vote for that night. 


Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
Mansfield) said he did not quite under- 
stand where they stood in this matter. 
At the time ot the general election, 
when he was returned to the House, 
he received a large amount of printed 
matter from the Liberal Federation Mr. MARKHAM said he. entirely 
in London, and pamphlets | were | repudiated that. He stood by his con- 
largely circulated among his constituents, qdemnation of the Bill, and would vote 
showing the doles given to the parsons | gvainst it, 
and squires. He believed that the state- | 
ments set out in those pamphlets were | CoLtonEL KENYON-SLANEY J said 
absolutely true, and he still believed it. | that at any rate those Liberal pamphlets 

| 


Rut, unhappily, there were divisions | argued exactly contrary to the way the 
among hon. Members on his side of the | Liberal leader was going to vote that 
House on this quest‘on, for reasons best | night. His hon. friend said that the 
known to themselves. Speaking for) la: ndlords should reduce their rents, but 
himself, he had only to say that he had|in exact proportion as the landlords 
been severed from his Party on one | reduced rents they reduced the employ- 
question only, the question of Chinese | ment of the people and so drove the rural 
Labour; but he did not say one thiig to | population into the towns. He agreed 
his constituents for the purpose of catch- | with the hon. Member on his side of the 
ing votes, and on the eve of a general | House that had it not been for this Act 
election sav another. He approached | there would have been far more derelict 
this question, not from the standpoint of | land in the country than there was to-day. 
the landowner, but of the man connected | The hon. Gentleman who represented the 
with industrial enterprises; and he could | Barnstaple Division said that the land- 
not see why a burden should be taken off | lords had taken a very unfair advantage 
the landowners and placed on the | of the Act to raise rents. That was oue 
shoulders of the ratepayers in the manu- | of the chief weapons used against land- 
facturing and industrial districts. When | lords in the country. He challenged the 
a farmer took a farm he was bound to | hon. Member to give one single instance, 
take into consideration the amount of | naming the man_ the parish, and the 
rates he would be called upon to pay in | farm, of a rise of rent which had resulted 


Mr. Peel. 
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from the passage of this measure. Until | they could not do better than follow the 
that was done he was justified in saying Unionist Party in future. 


that this manner of abusing the land- 
lords was unfair. 


Mr. SOARES said he could give the 
hon. Gentleman an instance. 


(‘oLONEL _ KENYON-SLANEY said he 
wanted the name, the place, and the 
date on which rent had been raised on 
account of the passage of this Act. Then, 
and not till then, would he believe in the 
value of these charges which, he repeated, 
were unfair and unmanly. The hon. 
Member for Oldham had said, fairly 
enough, that the agricultural Members 
did not always recollect that the urban 
ratepayers had a grievance. He insisted 
that they did acknowledge that freely, 
and hoped, when the proper time came, 
that that grievance would be remedied, 
and that the whole matter of local 
taxition would be put on an equitable 
basis. 
to him to see the unanimity of the 


condemnation of the Amendment of the | 


hon. Member for Halifax; and he hoped 
the result would be that the principle of 


the Bill would be acknowledged by the | 


House as fair and equitable; and that 
its passage would lead to a still wider and 
broader treatment of local taxation which 
would remove every grievance. He could 
not forget, however, the strenuous oppo- 
sition offered to the Act four years ago 
by the Party opposite, and if they had 


found out that the opposition was foolish, | 


The House divided :—Ayes, 174; Noes, 


It had been very interesting | 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) said that the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman who had just sat down 
had described the Amendment as 
one which had met with universal 
condemnation. He could not assent to 
that. It was a very useful Amendment, 
and had given a very much wider and 
more interesting character to the debate 
than they could have had without it. 
Therefore, he thought the House was 
indebted to his hon. friend for putting 
his Amendment on the Paper. At any 
rate, it had suggested an alternative to 
the scheme of the Bill. However, the 
Amendment had servel his purpose, and 
he thought in the circumstances his hon. 
friend would be wise to withdraw it. 
If the Amendment were got out of the 
way they would have a straight issue on 
the Bill itself. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he had put before 
the House what he regarded as a con- 
structive policy rather than the confused 
makeshift put forward by the Govern- 
ment for the third time. He should not, 
however, trouble the House to take a 
division on his Amendment; but be 
content to take the division on the Main 
Question. 


Question put, and agreed, 
Main Question put. 


59, (Division List, No. 143.) 





Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Amold-Forster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


| Bigwood, 
| Bingham, 
Blundell, 


| Boscawen, 


| Chaplin, 


AYES. 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 
James 
Lord 
Colonel 
Edward 
Arthur 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A (Wore. 
Rt. Hon. Henry 
Edward 


Henry 
Bond, 
Griffith- 


Chapman, 


| Clive, Captain Percy A. 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 


| Dalrymple, 


| Disraeli, Coningsby 


Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert 
Dickson, Charles 


Edmond 
Scott 
Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Dyke, Rt.Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
| Ellice,Capt. E.C.(SAndrw’s Bghs 


Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Rt. HnAilwyn Edward 


| Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,Sir R. B.(Inv’ru’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 








419 


Fuller, J. M.’ F. 

Galloway, William Jobnson 
Gardner, E:nest 

Gibhs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Cccdson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gerdon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon.Mej.Evans(T’r H’mlets 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymord-(Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hembro, Charles Frie 

He milton.Margq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent. Ashford 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords.NW 
Henderson, SirA.(Stafford, W.) 
Heimon-Hoedge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hoye, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard.John(Kent,Faversh’m 
Hovicr, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudscn, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jefireys. Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Kennaway. Rt. Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Sleney, Rt.Hn.Col.W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber. Sir Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law. Andrew Boner (Glasgow) 
Lawson. JohnGrant(YorksN.R 
Lee. Arthur H.(Hents, Fareham 


Adjournment 





Abraham. William (Cork, N. E. 
Bell. Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Brigg,’ John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caldwell, James 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Fenwick, Charles 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West 
Harwood, George 
Higham, John Sharp 


Ham) 


| Lees, 
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ir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.§. 
Long, Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Leng, Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S) 
Lonsdale, John Picwnlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Luces, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyitelten, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconcchie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M'lver, SirLewis(EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Marks, Harry 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, Geerge Herbert 
Merton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murray, Cherles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson. William Graham 
Pec]. Hn.Wm.RobertWellesley 
Percy, Ear] 

Perks, Robert William 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman. Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James 


Hananel 


(Greenock) 


NOES 


| Helland, Sir William Henry 
| Joicey, 


Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E, 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lavland-Barratt. Francis 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
Mooney, John J. 

Nolan. Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo. N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 
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Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


of the House, 


Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Rokerts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Rokertsen, Herkert (Hac kney) 
Rose, Charles Day : 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Scott, Sir & (Marylebone, W.) 
Skewcs-Cox, Thomes 

Emith, Abel H. (Hertford, East’ 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ermest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt.Hn. Lord (Lanes. 
Streyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thorburm, Sir Walter : 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnovr, Viscount 

Wason, John Catheart(Orkney 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E.(Notts. 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.( Yorks.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AyrES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia 


Roberts, John Bryn (Hifion 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas,J.A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R- 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) ? 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf'd 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Markham and Mr. 
Yoxall. 


Bill read asecond time, and committed for Wednesday, 5rd May. 


PUBLIC ROAD (IRELAND) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 


for this day. 


Adjourned at twelve minutes 


after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 18th April, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 
The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the unavoid- 
able absence of Mr. SeeEAKER, Owing to 


‘ontinued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM 
Lowrner, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after 
Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

ir. Depury-Seeaker laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have heen complied 
with, VIZ :-— Past Cowes Gus Bill | Lords] " 
Leeds and Liverpool Canal Bill [Lords]; 
< Orphan Working School and Alexandra 
Orphanage Bill [Lords]; Southend and 
Colchester Light Railways Bill [Lords]. 


on 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


secoud time. 


~ PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING 

ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 

PLIED WITH). 

Mr, Derury-SpeaKER laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
cuse of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :—Electric Lighting 
Provisional Order (No. 2) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time upon Tuesday, May 2nd. 
VOL, CXLV, [FourtH Seri&s.] 


(18 Apa 1905} 


Bill Business. 


Great Western Railway (New Railways) 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 
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Aberdare Urban District Council Bill 
(changed from ‘“ Aberdare Tramways 
Bill’). As amended, considered: to be 
read the third time. 


Avlesbury Gas Bill. As amended, 
considered; to be read the third time. 


Colne Corporation Bill. As amended, 
considered ; Amendments made; Bill to 
be read the third time. 


Ealing Corporation Bill; South Oxford- 
shire Water and Gas Bill. As amended, 
considered; to be read the third time. 


Nine Mile Point Railway Bill [Lords]’; 
Worcestershire County Council (Bridges) 
Bill, Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Mexborough and Swinton Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords] (bv 
Order). time, and 
co.nmitted. 


Read a second 


Great Northern (freland) and Midland 
Railways Bill (by Order). Adjourned 
Debate on Question [April 12th] further 
adjourned till this ivening’s Sitting. 


Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydvil 
Scheme Confirmation) Bill [Lords]. Read 
a second time, and committed. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill. “ To confirm certain Pro- 
visiousl Orders made by the Board of 
Trade, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 


1882 and 1888, relating to Barnet, 
Brockenhurst, Faraham, Gosport and 
Alverstoke, Houghton-le-Spring and 


District (Amendment), Lichfield, Ludlow, 
Lytham, St. Albans (Rural), and Ware,” 
presented by Mr. Bonar Law; supported 
by Mr. Victor Cavendish; read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, and to br 
printed. [Bull 181.] 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of 
Trade, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 
1882 and 1888, relating to Bishop’s 


P 
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Stortford, Dover (Extension), Hems- 
worth and _ District, Marlborough, 
Tottington, and Woking (Chertsey 
Extension), presented by Mr. Bonar 
Law ; supported by Mr. Victor Cavendish ; 
read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 182.] 


9 


Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 1) Bill. ‘To con- 
firm a Provisional Order of the Local 
Government Board for Ireland, under 
The Local Government (Ireland) (No. 2) 
Act, 1:00,” presented by Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland; supported by Mr. 
Walter Long; read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
183.] 


DIVORCE BILLS. 


Mr. Attorney-General, Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland, Mr. Serjeant Hemp- 
hill, Sir John Kennaway, Sir Joseph 
Leese, The Lord Advocate, Sir Robert 
Reid, Mr. Solicitor-General, and Mr. 
Thomas Shaw, were nominated members 
of the Select Committee on Divorce Bills. 


Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
the Lords to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to communicate to the 
House copies of the Minutes of Evidence 
and Proceedings, together with docu- 
ments deposited in the case of McConnell’s 
Divorce Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Select Committee on Divorce Bills 
that they do hear Counsel and examine 
Witnesses for McConnell’s Divorce Bill 
[Lords], and also that they do hear 
Counsel and examine Witnesses against 
the Bill, if the parties concerned think 
fit.to be heard by Counsel and produce 
Witnesses.—(S/r A. Acland-Hood.) 


PETITIONS, 


CANADIAN AND FOREIGN STORE 


CATTLE (IMPORTATION INTO GREAT 
BRITAIN). 

Against alteration of existing regula- 

tions ; 


and Motor-Cars, for alteration of 
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regulations, Petition from Appin; to lie 
upon the Table. 


DOGS (PROTECTION) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Lancashire 
and Cheshire; and the Southern 
Counties; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Burghead; 
Carnoustie ; Glasgow (five); Larkhall; 
Leith; Montrose; Perth; Rothesay; 
and Sanquhar ; to lie upon the Table. — 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petitions against; from Heybridge; 
and Kew and other places; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MERCHANDISE MARKS BILL. 
Petition from Huddersfield, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MUNICIPAL FRANCHISE (COMPANIES) 
BILL. 


Petition from Huddersfield, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 


Petition from Huddersfield, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Lincoln; and 
Market Drayton ; to lie upon the Table. 


SECONDARY EDUCATION. 
Petition of Thomas Allen, for altera- 
tion of the Order in Council of the 6th 
March, 1902; to lie upon the Table. 


SUMMARY JURISDICTION (CHILDREN) 
BILL. 
Petition from Bristol, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 
Petition from Bristol, in favour: to 
lie upon the Table. 


Petitions. 494 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Drawback on Tobacco Stalks. 


Me. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Otley): To ask Mr. Chancellor of 


the Exchequer if he will grant tobacco 
manufacturers the power to claim the 
draw backon tobacco stalkswhen delivered 
to the bonded warehouse nearest their 
manutactories, 


(Answered by Mr, Austen Chamber!ain.) 
Tobacco manufacturers may claim draw- 
back on tobacco stalks—(a) When 
del vered to aCustoms bonded warehouse 
for the purpose of being converted into 
sheepwash or of being denatured; (b) 
when delivered to a King’s warehouse 
and abandoned to the Crown; (c) when 
shipped for exportation. I am considering 
how far it may be possible to provide by 
law for the deposit in bonded warehouses 
of tobacco stalks intended for exportation, 
and for payment of the drawback at the 
time of warehousing instead of after 
shipment as provided by The Manufac- 
tured Tobacco Act, 1863. 


Telegraphic Withdrawals from Post Office 
Savings Bank. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Postmaster-General if he will 
state the number of withdrawals by tele- 
graph from the Post Office Savings Bank 
for the year ended December 5lst, 1904, 
and the average cost to the depositor of 
each such withdrawal; and will he also 
state the number of telegraph notices of 
withdrawal for payment on the following 
day, and the average cost to the depositor 
of each such telegraph notice. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
nuiniber of withdrawals by telegraph from 
the Post Office Savings Bank during the 
vear ended December 3lst, 1904, was 
216.243, and the average cost to the 
depositor of each such withdrawal was 
about Is. Sd. The number of telegraph 
notices of withdrawal for payment on the 
following day was 15,269, and the average 
cost to the depositor of each such tele- 
graph notice was about 9d. 


{18 ApRiL 1905} 
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Temporary. Hands in the Post Office 
Engineering Department acting as 
Linemen. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
the Post master-General whether a number 
of temporary hands of the Engineering 
Department, London, have been placed 
on the class of acting linemen for main- 
tenance purposes, with an increas? of 
three and a half hours work per week, 
without any increase of pay ; and, if so, 
whether, seeing that these men are con- 
tinuously emploved, he will make the 
position an established one, with a 
reasonable increase of pay for the extra 
time thus imposed, 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) A large 
number of temporary hands have been 
given continuous employment since 1903 
as ‘authorised maintenance” men. 
With few exceptions the hours of duty of 
these men have not been increased; and 
where it has been necessary to increase 
the hours of duty a proportionate increase 
has been made to the wages. I do not 
propose to convert their places into 
established situations ; but they have 
been given certain privileges and many 
of them may become established linemen 
as vacancies occur. 


West Indian Mail Contract—Royal Mail 
Steam Navigation Company. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield. 
Central): To ask the Postmaster-Genera: 
if, in deciding the new West India mail 
contract, due consideration will be given 
to the services in that regard for the past 
sixty-three years of the Royal Mail Steam 
Navigation Company, to the favourable 
Resolution respecting it of Colonial Legis- 
latures, and to the jiact that it was the 
only tenderer to the publie invitation last 
year, and offered to carry the mails on 
a three per cent. return on the capital 
invested in the service. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
Answer to the Question is in the affirma- 
tive; but I must add that these are not 
by any means the only points to be 
considered. 


Sorters in East Central Section of Sorting 
and Registered Letter Offices— 
Punishment Duty. 


Mr, CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 


ton): To ask the Postmaster-General 


P2 








497 Questions. 
what is the number of sorters employed 
in the East Central Section. London Postal 
Service, Sorting Office, and the number of 
hours of punishment duty awarded for 
errors of duty, from January Ist to 
March 31st of the present vear; also the 
number of sorters employed in the 
Registered Letter Division, East Central 
Section, and the number of hours punish- 
ment duty awarded for errors of duty in 
that division, fom January Ist to March 
3lst of the present year. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 will ob- 
tain the information asked for and 
communicate it to the hon. Member. 


Huddersfield Fost Office Assistant 
Superintendentship. 

Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): To ask the Postmaster-General 
vhether he will state the cause of the 
delay in filling the post of assistant 
superintendent at the Huddersfield Post 
which has been vacant since 
October Slst last; and, seeing that the 
work is now being performed by an 
officer of a lower class, whether, when the 
appointment shall be made, the appoint- 
ment and any consequent promotions 
will be allowed to date from the occurrence 
of the vacancy, in order to obviate the 
loss of the increased emolunment payable 
on promotion to the officers who are not 
responsible for the delay. 


()ffice, 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) A revis on 
of the higher appointments at Hudders- 
field is pending, and until this is settled 
the vacancy referred to cannot be filled. 
{ hope, however, to come to a decision 
very soon, and | will then consider 
whether the circumstances can be re- 
garded as so exceptional as to warrant 
the promotion being dated back. 


Scotch Land Law—Position of Lessor 

under a Building Lease. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) : To ask the Lord-Advocate 
whether, seeing that, under Section 200 
of the Burgh Police (Scotland) Act, 
1892, the right of a lessor under 
a building lease, however few remain- 
ing years have to run of the lease, 
can be confiscated under a_ process 
against the lessee, although the lessor is 
no party to the action or may not know 
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of this action, so that a party pur- 


Questions. 


chasing holds the land in perpetuity 
without being liable to pay any tack 
duty or being subject to any building 
regulations of the estate on which the 
subjects are situate, he will be prepared 
to take action to have the law modified, 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) My 
attention has been called to the decision 
in the Court of Session in the e 
Young v. Grainger. 1 am not, however, 
ac present prepared to promote legis- 
lation on the subject. 


ise of 


Eviction of Crofters on the Culloden 
Estate, Black Isle, Ross-shire. 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord-Advo- 


cate, in view of the fact that further 
eviction of crofter leaseholders on the 
Culloden Estate, Black Isle, Ross-shire. 


are contemplated, will the ‘‘overnment 
how arrange to introduee legislation for 


the extension of the benetts of the 
Crofters Act, 1886, to crofter lease- 
holders. 

(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) Tam 


unable to add anything to the Answer 


given on the 20th March.t 


Infant Mortality. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): To 
ask the President of the Loe.l Govern- 
ment Board if he is aware of the per- 
centage of deaths of infants; if he 
receives tabulated records of the deaths 
in different urban and rural districts: 
and if in future he will direct a medical 
inspector to visit such loe:lities and 
inquire into the causes producing such 
results. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
Local Government Board are aware of the 
percentage of deaths of infants in differ- 
ent parts of Englind and Wales. Their 
information on this subject is derived 
from particulars given in the weekly and 
quarterly reports of the Registrar- 
General as to certain towns, and from 
the annua] reports of the medical 
officers of health of urban and rural 
districts, cop:es of which are sent to the 
Board. I could not undertake to direct 
a medical inspector to visit every locality 
in which there is a high rate of infantile 


t See (4) Debates, exliii., 460, 
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mortality, but where this is the case the 
circumstance is taken into account with 
other considerations in determining 
whether there should be a medical 
inspection of the district. 


County of London—Rateable Value and 
Non-representation. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: To ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether he will state the total 
rateable value of the county of London; 
the proportion of the total rateable 
represented by railways, 
limited companies, and other 
not entitled to vote; and the proportion 
total rateable value which 1s 
represented by persons who compound 


value which 
bodies 


of the 
for their rates. 


(lysu red hi Mr. Grerdld Balfour.) The 
| teable value ot the administrative 
of London, according .to the 


co T 

vi sts Which eame into force 
0 the 6th pril 1905, subject to 
app als, is £41,657,244. \ statement 
pi ied | London County Council 
hows that the ra‘eable value of railway 
property in the county, according to the 
valuation lists which eame into force on 
the 6 April, 1901, was £2,307.864. The 
Beard are not in a position to give the 


other particulars asked tor. 


Gambling in Futures and Options, etc. 


Miz. FEELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 


1 ‘ ' eorny 1 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 


a 


1 1 7 . 1, ene 
whether he will consider the advisability 


of introducing a Jill to apply the 
principle of Leeman’s Act respecting 
bank shares to all gambling in futures, 
options, warrants, metals, shares, com- 
modities, and foodstufis, to prevent 
fictitious dealing in property and articles 
which have no existence, and therefore 
calnot be delivered, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board of Trade are not prepared to 
initiate legisiation for the purpose 
desired by the hon. Member. 


Position of the Buoy at the Entrance to~ 
Lough Foyle. 

Mr. O7 DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the Gas and 
Bell Buoy, which was to be erected at 
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the Tuns Bank entrance to Lough Foyle, 
has, despite the protests of the masters 
of the Canadian mail steamers and of the 
cross Channe] steamers, been erected bv 
the Commissioners of Irish Lights at the 
other side of the entrance to the lough, 
where it is not only useless for the pur- 
pose for which it was intended but when 
the light goes out becomes a danger to 
vessels making for Lough Foyle; and, if 
so, will he request the Commissioners to 
have it removed from its present position 
to the Tuns Bank, the place designated 
for it by all the master mariners 
frequenting the Port of Londonderry. 

(Answe red by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
reasons which guided the Commissioners 
of lish Lights in selecting the exist- 
ing site for this buoy were given 
by mv right hon. friend the Presi- 
dent ofthe Local Government Board 
in reply to a Question by the hon. 
Member on March 29th, 1904.4 The 
Commissioners now itwtorm me_ that 
they cannot vet say whether they will 
be able to bring the buoy nearer to the 
bank or not. The Board of Trade have 
no power to interfere witb the discretion 
of the general lighthouse authority in the 
matter, 


lilegal Trawling by Foreign Boats 
Manned by British Crews. 
Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness-shire) : 
To ask Mr. Attorney-(ieneral if he is 
aware that, following upon the recent 
onviction in Wick Sheriit Court of the 
ig foreign trawler 
“Apollo” cf illegal trawling, the flag 
captain of the trawler © Stro ne,” a vessel 
under a foreign flag, but 
inglish crew, has since 


c 
flag captain of the 


revistered 
manned by an 
then been convicted in the same Court of 
a similar offence, and that the flag 
captain, although a foreigner, resides at 
Grimsby; and whether he can state 
any decision has been arrived at yet to 
prevent a recurrence of these illegalities. 


(Answered by Sir Robert Finlay.) 1 
am informed that the captain of the 
‘Strome’’ was fined £75, and that the 
fine has been paid. If there is any re- 
petition of the offence he will be liable to 
fresh proceedings. 


t See (4) Debates, exxxii., 966. 
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Financial Control in Macedonia. 

Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any agreement has been 
reached as to the participation of all the 
great Powers in the financial control to be 
established in Macedonia. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The question 
is still under negotiation, and we are 
not yet, therefore, in a position to make 
any statement in regard to it. 


Civil Service—Salaries of Assistant 
Clerks. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury why the salaries of assistant 
clerks serving when ihe amended scale of 
pay was introduced in 1:02 were not 
increased to the amount of which they 
would have been in receipt if the new scale 
had been in force at the date of their 
appointment, in accordance with the 
terms of Clause XV. of the Order in 
Council of November 29ih, 1898, and 
following the precedent set in the case of 
the junior clerks in the Office of Woods, 
when their increments were raised in 
1897. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The question of giving retrospective 
effect to the concession granted to the 
assistunt clerks in 1902 was fully con- 
sidered at the time, and | am unable to 
depart from the decision then arrived at. 


General Index to “ Hansard” extending 
over a Long Period. 
eMr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Borougis) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether a general index to Hansard 
extending over a long period has been 
projected; has any progress bee made 
with such index; has the work been 
abandoned; and, if so, on what grounds, 


ie (Answered by Mr. Victor} Cavendish.) 
I understand that such an index has been 
contemplated by a private firm of pub- 
lishers, and that considerable progress 
was made in the work, but that it has, 
however, now been abandoned, on the 
ground that sufficient financial support 
was not, forthcoming. 
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Annual Leave in the Customs Service. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury if he is aware that 
in the Customs Department port service 
clerks are granted twenty-one days 
annual leave after five years service; 
messengers eighteen days after five years 
service; and that house porters, con- 
stables, and watchmen receive sixteen 
days; whereas the senior abstractors or 
assistant clerks, whose average length of 
service is over eighteen years, are granted 
only fourteen days; and if he can grant 
to the latter class such an extension of 
their annual leave as w./l bring it more 
into harmony with that of other ranks in 
the Customs Department. 


(Answered by} Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The matter of leave referred to by my 
hon. friend will be dealt with in the 
reply to the memorial from the assistant 
ler! hich will shortly be 1 
clerks, which will shortly be issued. 


H.M.5. “ Prince George" in Collision with 
a German Vessel Liability for Damage 
of German Government. 


Mr. HARMSWORTH: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty if he can 
state whether the cost of the repairs to 
H.M.S. “Prince George,” which collided 
with the “ Friedrich Karl” on March 31st, 
have been repaid by the German Govern- 
ment; and, if not, whether it is the 
intention of His Majesty’s Government 
to claim the cost of the repairs in 
question. 


(Answered by Mr. Prettyman.) This 
repair has already been executed, It is 
not intended to present any claim to the 
German Government in respect of it. 


Obsolete Warships. 

Me. J. H. LEWIS: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether he can 
state the total amount realised by the 
sale of obsolete warships included in 
List No, 3 (except cases in which disclo- 
sure of the purchase money has been 
refused in the public interest); the total 
amount of the original cost of the war- 
ships; and the cost of repairing them 
during the past ten years. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
amounts realised by the sale of the obso- 
lete vessels already disposed of have been 
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‘Juestions of April 3rd and 4th f; and the 
information asked for in the second and 
third parts of the Question will be found 
in the Return No. 74-1 recently issued. 


Rocket Practice by Coastguards at 
Regattas. 


Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Secretary 


to the Admiralty whether he is aware | 


that, prior to the year 1896, it was the 
custom of the coastguard stationed at 
Fowey, Cornwall, to hold their practice 
wth the rocket life-saving apparatus at 
the Lerryn Regatta, on the Fowey River; 
and, in view of the instructive value of 
such exhibitions to persons residing in 
coast villages, can he arrange for the 
practice to be resumed at Lerryn Regatta ; 
vnd will he consider the expediency of 
ordering similar practice to be held at 
other regattas when such a course can 
adopted by the local coastguard 
without impeding the ordinary duties of 
the service. 


1 
pe 


(Answered by Mr, Pretyman.) It is not 
considered that these exhibitions at re- 
gattas have any instructional value for 
the working of the rocket life-saving 
:pparatus, nor are they des rable from a 
service point of view, and it is not pro- 
posed to resume the practice at the 
Lerryn or other regattas. 


Coastguard Service at Poldhu. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR: To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
is aware that on the oceasion of the 
wreck of a French vessel off the Cornish 
coast at Poldhu in February last, as well 
as at the more recent wreck of the 
‘ Khyber,” the only persons saved were 
rescued by civilians, and that although 
the latter vessel was anchored close to 
‘he shore and rockets were fired through- 
out the night she was unable to attract 
the attention of the coastguard; will he 
‘tate how many coastguardsmen are 
stationed in the vicinity, and how their 
ibsence from the scene of the respective 
wrecks is accounted for. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) A com- 
plaint as to the failure of the coastguard 





| See (4) Mebates, exliv., 103, 304. 
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to render assistance until too late in the 
case of the French vessel has already been 
received and fully inquired into, when 
it was found that there was no founda- 
tion for the charge. It would be 
premature to make any statement at 
present as regards the case of the “ Khy- 
ber,” in view of the inquiry which is 
being held by the Board of Trade. 


Questions. 


Board of Agriculture Departmental 
Committees. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the President» of the 
Board of Agriculture if he will state the 
Departmental Committees appointed by 
the Board and the various subjects into 
which they were instructed to inquire 
since July, 1895, 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
Departmental Committees have been 
appointed by the Board during the period 
named on the following subjects, viz.— 
1896. Pathology of Swine Fever. 


Sale of Ordnance Survey Maps. 


1897. Laws relating to Dogs. 
Universities and College Estates 
Acts. 
1898. Inland Transit of Cattle. 
1899. Glanders. ® 
i901. Milk and Cream Regulations. 
Agricultural Seeds. 
Scottish Agricultural Prices. 
Louping Ill and Braxy. 
1902. Butter Regulations, 
Glanders (Scientific). 
1903. Forestry. 
Dipping and Treatment of Sheep. 
Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Act. 
1904. Fruit Industry. 
Railway, Rates on Agricaltural 
Produce. 
1905. Grouse D sease. 


Direct aud Indirect Taxation. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland): To ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer if he will give the par- 
ticulars of the calculation which have 
led him to the conclusion that of the 
estimated Tax Revenue for 1905-6 direct 
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taxation will contribute 50°2 per cent. 
and indirect taxation 49°8 per cent. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The calculation is based on the assump- 
tion that indirect taxes are all taxes levied 
in respect of consumable articles, with the 
exception of the export duty on coal, 
whether paid intothe Exchequer or Local 
Taxation Accounts, and that direct taxes 
are represented by all other taxes, 


Dredging of Irish Harbours. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tarv to the Lord-Lieutenant of Treland 
whether he will arrange that the Board of 
Works shall supply a sufficient dredging 
plant, and such other appliances as may 
be necessary, to maintain the smaller 
harbours around the Irish coast in an 
efficient condition. 


(Answe red by Mr. Vietor Care ndish.) 
The Roard of Works has no such re- 
sponsibility as is suggested by the hon. 
Member’s Question. ‘They ure ai present 
merely acting as managers of the 
dredget bovght out of the funds of the 
Development Grant to reduce the cest of 
dredging to the authorities of harbours 
which cannot afford to maintain or hire 


dredgers. 


Cork Lunatic Asylum — Overcrowding 
caused by Patients from other Districts. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
oi Treland whether he has received a 
copy of a resolution adopted by the 
manavement committee of the Cork Dis- 
trict Lunatic Asylum on the 2Ist ult., 
calling his attention to the fact that 
many insane patients of other countries 
and of other counties in Ireland have 
heen committed and remain chargeable to 
local rates at annual cost of about 
£1,240; and whether he will comply with 
the request of the committee and pro- 
mote a Bill this session enabling it to 
deport such patients, with a view to 
reduce the present overcrowding in the 
asylum and to relieve the lccal rates of 
this charge. 


an 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
resolution has been received. | cannot 
undertake to introduce legislation of the 
character suggested. 
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The Irish Lights Board. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Treland 
whether, in view of the want of represen. 
tatives of the principal ports in Treland 
on the Irish Lights Board, he will brine 
in a Bill to reconstitute the existing 


Boa rd. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) M 
right hon. friend the Chief Secretary has 
asked me to reply to this Question, His 
Majesty’s Government are not prepared 
to introduce such a Sill. 


Cultivation of Beet Sugar in Ireland 

Mr. FIELD: To ask thefChiel Secre 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
vhether, in view of the fact that it has 
heen proved that the saccharine contents 
of sugar beets grown in the United King- 
dom, but more especially in Ireland, ec 
iderably exceed the average of the 


Russ 


SE 


erown in Germany, Austria, : 
France, Belgium, and Helland, and t! 


the vield ot home-grown roots is higher 
than those grow} ont i 





l t, and: I 
th of soil and climate, steps 
wil be taken to establish a beet Supa 
factory in Jreland. 





suitability 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 
though good yields of high qu 
beet have been at times obtained in | 
land, the Department are satisfied th: t 
given in answer to t 
ns on this subject, beet 


1 
LitV Sl 


for the reasons 
pi V10is (iuestic 
would not prove so remunerative as othe: 
root cro; 8 Low grown, and they are theie- 
lore not prep red to take steps w.th 
view to establish a Leet sugar factory i 
Ireland. 


NursesTrained in irish County Hospitals 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the Chie 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire 
land if he is aware that, by the arrange 
ments enforced by the Local Government 
Board for Ireland in their Nursing Cir- 
cwars, the Irish county hospitals are not 
recognised as training schools, and nurses 
trained in these institutions are debarred 
from occupying the position of charge 
nurses ior district hospitals; and whether, 
in view of the experience of leading 
physicians and surgeons in this matter. 
and of the fact that nurses so trained are 
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recognised as trained nurses in Great 
Britain and by the Mnglish Loeal Gov- 
ernment Board, he will take steps to abro- 
gate the rule in Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Many 
oi the Irish county hospitals are recog- 
nised as training schools for nurses, and 
the Loeal Government Board regard as 
“qualified nurses” persons woo have 
obtained certificates of proficiency from 
these i stitutions in order to ent ‘ourage 


the appointment of at least one qui lified 
nurse in each frish workhouse, it is pro- 
vided by Section 58 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1898 thatone-half of the 
salary of such nurse shall be recouped 
from the local taxation account ; and to 
insure that none but nurses of high 
qu fications should obtain these ap- 
politments, the Board on = ecognise the 
certificates of general clinical or other 
ho tals where there ig a sod pani 
statt and a large number of te ls available 
for instruction. se present arrange 
meut has been found to work s tisfac- 
t . and has received the approval of 
the medical profession generally. 


Tyron 


Nurses. 

Dre. THOMPSON: To ask ah Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he will | ‘upon the Table Of the 

1 


Ho e nah of the me lie LL Insper tor 


1 1 


ol the Loc i CGovernmeiit Board as to the 
capabilities of the Tyrone county hos- 
pitals for training nurses, 

(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Such 


are  eutiaeaid documeuts, 
ded for the information of the Board, 
it wou'd be contrary to the invariable 
ee to make them public 


ana 





Schedule of Infectious Diseases in 
Ireland--Measles. 

Dre. THOMPSON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Lre- 
land why the Lecal Government Board 
ior Treland have omitted measles from 
the schedule of infectious diseases, in 
view of the character of this disease. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
infectious diseases to which the In- 
fectious Disease (Notification) Act, 1883, 
applies are specified in Section 6 
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e County Hospitals and Training of 
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of the Act, and do _ not include 
measles. Power is, however, given to 


the sanitary authority by Section 7 to 
order, subject to the Board’s approval, 
that the Act shall apply in their district, 
permanently or temporarily, to measles 
or any other infectious disease not men- 
tioned in the Ac‘, 


Applications of Evicted Tenants on the 
Boxwell and Coolroe Estates. 


Mra, FFRENCH (Wexford, S8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether applications 


from the evicted tenants on the Boxwell 
and Coolroe Estates for restoration under 
The Land Pure Act, 1903, have been 
received by the Estates Commissioners ; 
nd if any progress has been mad» 
gards restoring these tenants to their 
homes. 


hase 


(Answered by Mr. Walter L ng.) Applica- 
tions have been received from seventeen 
its from the estate of Mr. F 


eviered tens . 
Roxwell, but the landlord has signified 
his unwillingness to sell unless ai! the 


tenants on his property should agree to 
purchase. The Coolroe Kstate ot Mr. 
T. D. Plaice has been sang betore the 
Commissioners, wlo ive directed an 
to be meals yr the case of 
1 tenants who have applied for 
the same tim: be 


iInsp°ct 
two evictec 
reinstatement will at 
inquired into. 


iOn 


Evicted Tenants in County Tipperary 
from 1840 to 1869. 

CULLINAN (Tipperary, 5.): To 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
ireland if he will grant a 
Return of the number, names, and 
residenees of the tenants who were evicted 
in Tippe’ary county in the forties, fiftie », 
and sixties, with the rent, valu shious, aud 
arrears in ia case. 


Mr. 
isk the 
tenant of 


(Answe red by Mi 
official record 
asked for are av 


Walter Long.) No 
giving the informatio: 


atlable. 


West Indian Mail Service. 

Me. TANKERVILLE CHAMBER- 
LAYNE (Southampton): To ask the 
Secretary of State tor the Colonies what 
arrangement; are being made for the 
continuation of the mail service with the 
West Indies, seeing that the contract 








9 
ow 
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with the Royal Mail Steam Packet Com- 
pany expires on June 30th next, and 


whether the tenders lodged by that. 


company on October Ist, 1804, were 
made public by a Colonial Governor, and 
have recently been declined ; and whether 
fresh tenders have since been requested 
on exactly the same terms and conditions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The question of the mail service with the 
West Indies is still under consideration, 
and Tam not in a position to make any 
announcement on the subject at present. 


Irish Militia Regiments— Enlistment 
Bounty. 

Dr. THOMPSON: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War if his atten- 
tion has been called to the effect on the 
numbers in the Irish Militia regiments of 
the non-payment of a bounty on enlist- 
ment; and if he is prepared to sanction 
such a division of the present annual 
payments that each recruit shall receive 
£1, or such less sum as may be determined 
upon, on enlistment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) 'The Army Council 1s not in 
possession of any information to show 
that the non-payment of a bounty on 
enlistment has any effect on recruiting 
for the frish Militia, nor have any repre- 
sentations to this effect been made to the 
Council, There would not, therefore, 
appear to be any good reason for carrying 
out the alteration suggested in the last 
part of the Question. 


Honorary Rank of Major-General for 
Retired Army Colonels. 

Str CARNE RASCH (Kssex, Chelms- 
ford): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War if his attention has been called to 
the system under which colonels retired 
for age in the Royal Marine Light In- 
lantry are granted the honorary rank of 
major-general; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of applying this 
rule to substantive Army colonels retired 
for age as well as to officers who have 
lost rank and pension owing to the 
warrant of January Ist, 1901. 


(Answered by Mr. 
Forster.) The decision to abolish the 
honorary rank of major-general on re- 
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Secretary Arnold- | 
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| tirement was the result of a very careful 
| and prolonged consideration of the various 
issues involved. This decision was 
subsequently reconsidered, and ultimately 
maintained by my predecessors, and I 
am not prepared to depart from the 
conclusions at which they arrived. 


Questions. 


Payments for Stout Supplied to Army in 
South Africa. 

Mr. J. H. LEWIS: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether the 
payment of £200 in July, 1%03, for stout 
supplied in June, 1901, to the British 
Army in South Africa and the pay- 
ment of £200 im January, 1904, for the 
same quantity of stout constitute one 
transaction, or are they two different 
transactions, 
by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) These are two different 
transactions, The £200 paid in July, 
1903, was for stout supplied in June, 1901, 
The £200 paid in January, 104, was for 
stout supplied in December, 1901. 


(Answered 


Voting Disqualification (Poor Law) 
Removal Bill. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
will give facility for the passing of the 
Voting Disqualification (Poor Law) 
femoval Bill; and, if not, will he include 
it in any Bill for the betterment of the 
condition of the unemployed he may 
have in contemplation for submission to 


the House. 


(Ansiere/ by3Mr. A, Ae Balfour.) The 
Government do not propose to introduce 
any provisions dealing with the Poor Liw 
in the couse of the present session. 


Militia Bill. 

Mr. $REGINALLJ LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can say whether he pro- 
poses to proceed with the Government 
Militia Bill eorly after Easter or later in 
the session. 


(Answerel by Mr. A.J. Balfour.) Lifear 
it will hardiy be possible to make progress 
with the Bill in the near future; but due 
notice will be given before the Second 
| Reading is taken. 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


His Majesty’s Navy ~—Prize Firing 
esults. 

EarL or DALKEITH (Roxburgh): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if he can state when the results of the 
prize firing in His Majesty’s Fleet during 
the last year will be published; and it 
he can state if the official reports show 
that the practice was satisfactory, and in 
which squadron the best results were 
obtained. 


Tue CIVIL LORD or rue ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Artur Ler, Hampshire, 
Fareham): This Return is now being 
printed and will be issued very shortly. 
It will contain the information asked for 
in the latter part of the hon. Member’s 
Question, 


Volunteer Brigade Majors. 

*GeENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
H:verfordwest): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for Montgomery Boroughs, I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether it is intended to abolish Volun- 
teer brigade majors; and, if so, what 
officer is to make the necessary arrange- 
ments previous to and for brigade camps, 
and also what financial allowance will be 
made to such officer. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. ArnouD-Forster, belfast, 


W.): There is no present intention of 
abolishing Volunteer brigade majors. 


*(tENERAL LAURIE: What will happen | 


when the brigade majors have retired ? 
Will the vacancies be tilled ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 
ask for notice of that. 


Promotion in the Royal Army Medical 
Corps. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he, is aware of the discontent 
existing amongst the officers of the Royal 
Army Medical Corps at the delega ion to 
the Advisory Board of the duty of re- 
commending to the Secretary of State 


officers for promotion; and if, seeing that | 


many of the members of the Board are 
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|civil medical practitioners, have no 
| personal knowledge of the qualifications 


/of many of the officers recently passed 
| over, and are obliged to take their opinion 


I must'| 


of these officers from others junior to 
themselves, and that the continuation of 
the existing system throws the responsi- 
bility of promotions from the Secretary of 
State and the Director-General on the 
Advisory Board, he will arrange that in 
future officers passed over with excellent 
official records will be informed of the 
reason for their supercession, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER :' The hon. 
Member raised last session the points 
now brought forward again, and definite 
replies were given to each. I have 
nothing to add to the Answers which I 
then gave him, and I am not aware of the 
dissatisfaction to which he alludes. 


Recruiting Statistics. 

*GENERAL LAURIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state the ages of the recruits enrolled 
sinca the nine vears enlistment for colour 
service cime into operation ; and whether 
these ages are only taken by stitement 
of the recruit or by report of the medical 


officer. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The ages 
of the recruits mentioned were as follows 
for those taken up to 5lst March, 1905 :— 


Under 18 - - - - 59 
18 to 19 - 6.185 
I9to 20 - - - 2,070 
20 to 21 - - 1,044 
21 to 22 - - - §56 
22 to 23 - - 430 
23 to 24 - - - - 345 
24 to 25 - - - 296 
Over 25 : 44, 


The ages of recruits are those given by 
chem on the attestation papers. If the 
medical officer thinks the age manifestly 
incorrect, it is for the approving officer to 
elicit the correct age. 


GENERAL LAURIE: Does‘that include 
the ages of recruits enlisted in the 
garrison battalions ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There have 
| been none enlisted. 
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Mr. 
W.): How manv recruits 
seventeen years of age ? 


Questions. 
were under 


= Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
say, but they are included 
under eighteen. 


IT cannot 
with those 


Extensions of Army Service. 

*GENERAL LAURIN: T beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Wer whether he 
can state many soldiers enlisted for 
three vears colour service have extended 
their service during the past year; and 
whether, since the new rule of enlisting 
for nine vears colour service has been 
introduced. any increase of men en- 
rolled as short colour-service men have 
extended their colour service, 


how 


so 


Mr. ARNOLI 
ber of thre¢ 


FORSTER : The 


nhum- 


vears men who extended 
their colour service to complete eight 
vears during the year from the Ist April, 
1904, to Sist March, 1905, was ? 297 
making an average of 1,025 a month. 


Since the intreduetion of enlistment for 
nine vears with the colours the number 
of three vears men extending has aver- 


aved 9U0 a month. 


Young Army Recruits. 

*GENERAL LAURIE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War, ther he 
of the reeruits enrolled 
the three vears colour 
operation ; and whether 
jound that ima per- 
cases the young s iIdiers under 
pwenty y' “irs of Lecome more-effective 
in the Mediterrancan and other colonial 
garrisons than in statio.s in the United 
Kingdom, 


whe 
can state the age 
during the time 
service Was in 
it has been 
centage o1 


larger 


ag 


Mr. ARNO 


regard te 


LD- FORSTER: With 
th e first part of the Question 
my hon. and gallant friend will find the 
statistics he requires on pege 60 of the 
General Annual Report tor 1905. With 
regard to the second part of the Question 
the variation of — renders com- 
parison difficult, but there is no reason 
te suppose that the young soldiers be- 
come more effective in stations abroad 
than in the United Kingdom. 


Transvaal Constitution. 


Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal- 


{COMMONS} 
JAMES O’CONNOR (Wicklow, 


thamstow): I beg to ask the Secretary | i 
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of State for the Colonies if the terms of 
the Transvaal Constitution will he 
promulgated in London and Pretoria 
simultaneously ? 


THE SECRETARY or STATE 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrrerton, 
wick and Leamington): Yes, Sir. 


FOR 


War- 


Railways in Northern Nigeria 

Mr. SKEWES- COX (Surrey, 

ston): To ask the Secretary of State for 

the Colonies ‘ “garreye for suggested 

railways in Northern Nigeria have been 

made ; and ‘Ne what points it is pro 
posed to build railways 


a 
NING- 


Mr. LYTTELTON: A survey for a 
railway from the Niger to Zaria was com- 
pleted last year, but no decision to con- 
struct such a railway has yet been taken 


Administration of Indian Railways. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh 
shite, W.): IT beg to ask the Secretary ot 


state for India whether he will lay upon 
. Table the correspondence between 
the Government of fidia and the See 
retary of State on Mr. Robertson’s Re- 


Adininistration of the Indiar 
and whether he will state ae 
the Legis- 
publish this 


poit on the 
Railways : 
the Government of India in 
lative Council refused to 
corres} ondence 

Tue SECRETARY or 
INDIA (Mr. PeUnEICE, 
ford): IT have been in correspondence 
with the Government of India on the 
subject of the hon. Member’s Question, 
and do not think it desirable to publish 
the correspondence at present. The 
substance of the decision arrived at as 
to the constitution and powers of the 
new Railway Board has been published 
in the Resolution of the Government of 
india included in the Gazette of India of 
sth February last. The other questions 
dealt with in Mr. Robertson’s Report are 
ior the most part still under considera- 
tion. 


STATE ror 


] 


Guild- 


Surrey, 


Japanese Seizures of British Vessels. 
Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.): I 


beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
‘for Foreign Affairs if he can now state 


the total number of British vessels carry- 
ing alleged contraband, the seizure ol 
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which has been upheld by the Japanese | 


Prize Courts. 


fur UNDER - SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Earl Perey, Kensington, S. ): The latest 
information received from His Majesty's 
Minister at Tokio is that the appeal for 
the release of “M.S. Dollar” has been 

ected and that the Prize Court of first 

stance has condemned the “ Roseley,’ 

Lettrington,” and “ Oakley,” with their 
cargoes. No other judgments, we under- 
st nd, have yet been rendered. 


Silver Coinage in Circulation. 

Mr. DAVID MORGAN: T beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if lis 
ttention has been drawn to complaints as 
to the insufficient number of shillings and 
-ixpences now in circulation as compare | 
with the number of florins and halt! 
rowns ; and whether steps will be taken 
‘0 inerease the number of shillings and 
ixpences for circul tion 


Tae CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austex CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, §, At No, Sir, I have 


ceived no complaints on this subject 


‘here is @ large ent of shillings and 

ixpences at the Bank of England aad 

an ample reserve of both denominations 
the Royal Mini. 


Stripped Tobacco. 
CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) : I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
ellor of the Exchequer how many 
pounds of imported stripped tobacco are 
now, or were at the date of the last 
Return, in bond, subject to the duty of 


Ds: Sas per lb. 


Mr. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Th 
stimated weight of imported eae 
tobacco subject to the duty of 5s. 5d. per 
,, in Customs and Excise Bonded Ware- 
houses on the 3lst March last, was 
15,860,000 Ibs. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: I pre- 
sume that does not include the stripped 
tobacco liable to a duty of 3s. 1d. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 


Sir, the Question contains nothing about | 


that. 
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Stripped Tobacco — Memorial from 
Liverpool Chamber of Commerce. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: T beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he has received a memorial {rom 
tie Liverpool Chamber of Commerce, 
stating that the stripped tobacco importe | 
since the differential duty was imposed 
was either contracted fee prior to the 
imposition of said duty or bas been im- 
ported for manufacture in bond, and that 
practic illy are + put 
up in the United States tor shipment to 
the United Kingdom: and whether he 
can estimate the amount of revenue which 
will be derived from imports of stripped 
tobacco during the ensuiag y 


ho strips now b l 


ear. 


Ma. AU aan CHAMB ps AIN: The 
Liverpool Chamber of Commerce, in 
their memortil dy yer 
1905, made the statement 10,503 
casks of strips bil been imported into 
London, Liverpool, and Glasgow between 
Ist June, 1904, and Ist February. 1905, 


28th ; »bruarv, 


that 





but that these casks had been either in 
transit or contracted for before the im- 
position of the extra dutvy—or had been 
imported for minufacturing in bond or 
or exp take no respons.bility for 
hese statements, which [ have meous of 
el ‘king, i have no informatio roourt 
vhat is now being done in the United 
States of Amoriea, but I do not suppose 
thot any appreciable quintity of strips 
will put up there for export this 
country until the existing stock of strips 


in bond, which under the Finance Act of 
last year Was accorded preferent al treat- 
ment, has been worked off. In onswer 
to the second part of the pc ein .I may 


say that the consumption ¢ ~ sin L904 
~) was 53.810.000 Anmeents sirnil 

amount were to be cleare var ing 1405-6 
irom stocks bonded before 20th April, 
1904, the resulting revenue wou'd be 
£336,000, If any strips imported sinee 
that date were cleared for home con- 


sumption, the revenue would be propor- 
tionately increased. 


Industrial Alcohol Committee. 
Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
I beg to ask Mr. Chencellor 


the Industrial 
be circulated 


evidence taken before 
Alcohol Committee will 
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among Members in view of the early in- 
troduction of the Budget and Finance 
Bul. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Minutes of Evidence were laid on the 


Table on Thursday last (13th instant) and | 


Tam informed that they will be circu- 
lated to-morrow morning. I do not 
propose to deal with this subject in the 
Finance Bill, but I shall make it part of a 
separate Bill which I shall have to intro- 
duce to deal with this and _ kindred 
subjects. 


Stamped Receipt Forms for Civil 
Servants. 


Mr. GRETTON: I beg to ask tie 
Paymaster-General if he can arrange to 
issue stamped receipt forms to Civil 
servants, instead of the unsiamped 
iorms now in use. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pis, Derbyshire, W.): Although there 
may be some objections to the proposal 
of my hon. friend, I shall be glad to 
give it consideration. 


Civil Service Superannuation. 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury if he 
intends carrying into effect the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Comm'ssion 
which sat in reference to th 


if so, when. 


Me. VICTOR CAVENDISH: = The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has promise | 
to receive after Master a small deputation 
of Civil servants on the subject of the 
recommendations of the Royal Commis- 
sion referred to, and I accordingly think 
it would be premature to make 
statement thereon, 

Me. 


SLOAN: Can the right hon. 


deputation ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: No, 
Sir, the date has not been fixed, but it 
will be soon after Easter. 


Telephone Agreement. | 
Sir WALTER THORBURN (Peebles | 
and Selkirk): I beg to ask the Post- | 
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master-General if he can state when the 
Motion to appoint the Select Committee 
on Telephone Purchase will come up for 
effective discussion. 


THE POSTMASTER - GENERAL 
(Lord Sranutey, Lancashire, Westhough- 
| ton): I am anxious that the Motion to 
appoint a Select Committee to consider 
the Agreement between the Postmaster. 
General and the National Telephone 
Company should be agreed to by the 
House as soon as possible. I had hoped 
that this matter would be treated ag 
non-coutroversial, and I still hope that 
this may be the case. Certain objections 
as to the constitution of the Committee 
| having been made I at once met the 
views of those who made the representa- 
| tions and they have expressed themselves 
| as completely satisfied. While there is 
| no necessity to have this Committee at 
all, still I think it would be found to be 
for the convenience of the House that 
they should have the Report of such a 
Committee before them before they pro- 
| ceed to consider the Agreement in the 
| whole House. 





Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Did the 


‘noble Lord not definitely promise the 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I beg to! 


House that the Agreement should be 
submitted to the Committee before 
was sanctioned by the Government ? 


mn 
1 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. I said I 
thought the best way would be for a 
Committee to consider it before it cam» 
up in the House. All I pledged mvyselt 
to was that the House should have an 
opportunity of considering the Agreement 
before it became effective. 


Mr. LOUGH: Will the noble Lord 
bring on the discussion on the appoint- 
ment of this Committee in Government 
time so that we may have an opportunity 


/of discussing the constitution of the 
| Committee ¢ 
Gentleman say when he will receive the | 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. I have 
met hon. Members who objected to the 
constitutior of the Committee and they 
have expressed themselves satisfied. If 


-hon. Members do not like it they will 


not have it. 


Me. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): Will the noble Lord consider 


. 
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the advisability of putting a Labour 
Member on the Committee so that 
the interests of the telephone operators 
will be properly safeguarded ? 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. I did 


what was wished by the oldest Labour | 
Member of the House, with whom I con- | 


ferred with regard to the constitution of 
the Committee. I do not think [ am 
called upon to do anything further. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Did the hon. 
Member in question come to you as a 
representative of the County Council or 
as a representative of the Labour group 
in the House? 


Lorp STANLEY: He came as a 


Labour Member of the House. 


Committee on the Fruit Industry. 
Mr. ARTHUR MORTON (Deptford) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
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| the whole of the administrative county of 
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| London, represents the produce of a rate 
| of 1s. 3-2d.in the £ on the assessable value 
of the county. 


| Smallpox Outbreak on the R.MS. 
| Nile. 

Stir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston); I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
the R.M.S. “Nile” was visited and 
inspected by the port sanitary authority 
before she entered the port of South- 
ampton; whether anv offer was made to 
isolate persons who had been in contact 
with the case of smallpox on board; 
what steps were taken to advise the 
local authorities of each place to which 
the passengers and crew departed of the 
necessity of supervision and _ isolation ; 
and how many cases of smallpox have up 
to the present occurred in connection 





of Agriculture if he can name an approxi- | 


mate date when the Report of the Depart- | 
mental Committee on the Fruit Industry | 


will be presented. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Attwyn FEr- 
LOWES. Huntingdonshire, Ramsey): | 
believe about the middle of May. 


London Rates. 
Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 


Board whether he can state the amount | 
in the pound of rates levied by an equal | 
pound rate over the whole county of | 


London for the purposes of the Metro- 
politan Common Poor Fund and the 


Equalisation Fund, and applied to meet | 
expenditure incurred locally by the guar- | 
the metropolitan borough | 


dians and 
councils. 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): Taking the 
last year in respect of which the claims 
of the boards of guardians on the Metro- 
politan Common Poor Fund have been 
dealt with, the expenditure of the guar- 
dians and the Corporation of the City of 
London and the borough councils which, 
by the operation of that fund aid ihe 
Equalisation Fund, was borne equally by 


i with the case on board the R.M.S. 
| * Nile.” 
*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: TI have 


|made inquiry on this subject and I 
| understand that the “ Nile” was visited 
off Netley by the medical officer 
health and by a sanitary inspector of the 
Southampton Port Sanitary Authority, 
that no offer was made to isolate persons 
who had been in contact with the case 
of smallpox on board, but that the only 
person who was stated to have been in 
contact with him was disinfected, and 
| kept under observation by the port 
sanitary authority. I also understand 
that the names and addresses of the 
passengers and crew were obtained, and 
that the local authorities of each place to 
which these persons stated they were pro- 
ceeding were informed by post the 
sane night. Up to the present time I 
have heard of nineteen cases of smallpox 
|in England and Wales as having oceurrel 
in connection with the case on board the 
“Nile.” Fifteen of these occurred in 
Southampton, eleven of which were in- 
|fected on board the vessel, whilst the 
|others occurred amongst persons who 
| had been in contact with them. 


ot 


French Sugar Duties. 
Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Secre- 
'tary to the Board of Trade whether a 
|reduction of the French sugar duty is 
| allowed when beetroot sugar is carried 
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in French ships from the northern to the , it is the intention of His Majesty's 
southern districts of France, which is Government to introduce any measure 
called the detuxe de distance; if so, will | this session dealing with the management 
he state the amount of this reduction, of the docks and port of London. 
and whether such allowance amounts to | 
an indirect bounty upon sugar. | Mr. BONAR LAW: The Answer is 
in the negative. 

THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY tro tHe BOARD or TRADE | North Wales Quarries. 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): 
A reduction in the sugar duty known as I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
the detaxe- de distance is allowed on the | of Trade if he can state the number 
French sugar sent from the northern of workmen dismissed during the last 
ports or Paris to French ports on the three months from the North Wales 
Atlantic or Mediterranean to be refined | Quarries, Limited. 
for export. The continuance of an 
allowance of this kind, not exceeding Mr. BONAR LAW: The Board of 
two frances per 100 kilogs, was expressly Trade have not the information desired, 
recognised by the Conference at which 
the Sugar Convention was signed. An Mr. LONSDALE: Will the hon. 
allowance permitted by the contracting Gentleman inquire 4 
States could not be treated as a bounty 


for the purposes of the Convention. Mr. BONAR LAW: We have no 
means of getting the information which 
Austrian Sugar Freights to India. are not open equally to the hon. 


Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Gentleman. 
Sceretury to the Board of Trade whether ; 
any, and if so, what, reduction has been Education Codes 
made by the Austrian Government. in Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
its subsidised steamship lines on the I beg to ask the Secretary to the Hoard 
freight upon sugar carried to Tudia to of Education when the Education ode, 
recoup the Austrian sugar producers | 1805-6. for day schools will be laid, 
from a part of the losses entailed onthem | when the Evening Schools Code, 1905-6, 
by the abolition of the sugar bounties; | will be laid; and whether, having regard 
and whether such reduced freight to the findings of the Physical Deteriora- 
amounts to an indirect Austrian export tion Committee, the latter of thes» 
bounty upon sugar, such as would justify documents will make provision for a 
us from excluding Austrian sugar from , specific grant to be given on account of 
entering the United Kingdom. physical training. 


Mr. BONARLAW: Tunderstandthat; Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
the Austrian Llovd Steam Navigation TARY ro rae BOARD or EDUCA- 
Company have agreed to reduce the TION (Sir Wintuiam Anson, Oxford 
freight for sugar from Trieste and Fiume University): I hope that the Day School 
to Indian ports from 14s. to 10s. per Code will be laid upon the Table of the 
ton from September Ist next, on House by the end of May, and that the 
condition that the stigar shall be carried | Regulations for Evening Schools will be 
exclusively by vessels of their line. The | published by about the sime time. The 
reduction is ascribed to the competition | question of the provision of a specific 
of Italian and other lines of steamers | grant for physical training is under 
from Trieste ani Fiume. Austria being | consideration, 

a party to the Sugar Convention there | 
could be no question of excluding | St. George’s, East Bristol. and Wright's 


Austrian sugar from the United King: | Hill. Rowley Regis, Higher Grade 
© \ Council Schools. 


_ Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
London Port and Docks. Secretary to the Board of Education 

Mr. SKEWES-COX: I beg to ask the | whether it is intended to enforce a £5 
Secretary to the Board of Trade whether | per annum fee from parents in the case 





aT wee |] 
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of the pupils attending the St. George’s, 
East Bristol, higher grade counzil school 
and of the pup: Is attendi ing the Wright’s | 
Hill higher grade council school, Row- | 
ley Regis, Staffordshire; and whether, 
in these cases, 
will leave the local education authorities 
a wide discretion as to the number of 
free places to be sanctioned 
schools, and not insist upon a m:ximum 
of 25 per cent. of free places. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: The Board 


have not required the charging of a £3 fee | 


at the St. George’s, East Bristol, secon- 
dary school, but have sanctioned the 
continuance of the existing fee of five- 
pence per week. There is no application 
before the Board for the recognition of 
the Wright’s Hill higher grade council 
school, Rowley Regis, as a secondary 
school. The application is for its recog- 
nition as a higher elementary school. 
The question as to 
places has not arisen. 


Bishop of Manchester's Circular to the 
North of England Education Authorities. 


*Mre. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Sowerby) : 
the Board of Education if he is aware that 


the Bishop of Manchester has recently | 


sent to a number of education authorities 
in the North of England a schedule of 


inquiries in which he asks to be supplied | 


intabular form with the information as 
to the number of pupil teachers taken 
from Church of England schools; denomi- 
national privileges granted to pupil 
teachers in schools or in pupil teachers’ 

tres; undenominational teaching given 
to pupil teachers; denominational pupil 
teachers’ centres in the area; by whom 
religious teaching was given; and by 
whom it was paid jor; whether such 
inguiries have received the sanction of 
the Board of Education ; 


local education authorities are under any 
obligation to answer such inquiries. 
Sir WILLIAM ANSON: [ am not 


aware of the action of the Bishop of 
Monchester referred to in the Question. 
It is obviously for each local authority 
to decide for themselves how 
will supply the information asked for. 
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Carisbrooke Church. 
Mr. ARTHUR MORTON: I beg to 
'ask the hon. Member for Chorley, 


| as representing the First Commissioner 
| of Works, if further restoration of Caris- 


the Board of Education | 


in these | 


| to the Carisbrooke Parish Church. 


brooke Church will be postponed in view 
of the local opposition to the proposal. 


Lorp BALCARRES 
ley) : My hon. 


(Lancashire, Chor- 
friend refers, I presum>, 


This 


| is @ Matter which is in no wav under the 


jurisdiction of the Office of Works. 


Motor Speed Regulations for the Parks. 
Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: [ beg to ask 
the hon. Member for Chorley, as repre- 
senting the First Commissioner of Works, 
if he can now a the date upon 
which the High Court will consider the 
legality of the Park rules under which 
the speed of motor-cars has been 


restricted to ten miles an hour, 


the number of free | 


I beg to ask the Secretary to | 


and whether | 


far they | 


Lorp BALCARRES: The First Com- 
missioner is unable to give this informa- 
tion, but hopes that the case will come 
on early in next sittings. 


Alleged Illegal Treating at Weymouth. 


Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney-General whether his 
attention has been directed to a free 
entertainment given on February 24th 
last, in the Jubilee Hall, Weymouth, by 
Mr. T. J. Templeman, the Mayor of 
Weymouth, President of the South Branch 
of the Melcombe Regis Conservative 
Association, and Trustee of the Wey- 
mouth Conservative Club, at which 
entertainment political speeches were 
delivered by the Mayor, the Member of 
Parliament for South Dorset, and his 
election agent, and at which persons, 
other than Conservatives, were present; 
and to the fact that previous to the 
commencement of the entertainment 
tickets were distributed to those present 
which entitled the bearer to receive four 
pennyworth of refreshments during the 
evening at any licensed house in Wey- 
mouth, each ticket being signed by T. J 
Templeman, with a note to the effect 
that it would be honoured if presented at 
his offices in Mitchel] Street by February 
27th, 1905; and whether, in view of the 
provisions of the Corrupt and Illegal 

Q 
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Practices Prevention Acts, he will instruct 


the Director of Public Prosecutions to 
institute proceedings. 
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THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Rospert Frxtay, Inverness Burghs) 
The 45th Section of the Corrupt Practices 
Act makes it the duty of the Director of 
Public Prosecutions to take the ap- 
propriate proceedings where information 
is given to him that corrupt or illegal 
practices have prevailed ia reference to | 
any election. It does not appear that 
any election was pending in the con- | 
stituency at the time of the entertain- | 
ment referred to in the Question, and I 
do not think that it would be proper for 
the Director of Public Prosecutions to 
appear to anticipate by any action on | 
his part the effect which it might have | 
on any subsequent election. I may add 
that while anything in the nature of 
treating in view of a future election is | 
highly to be deprecated, the question | 
whether proceedings should be taken | 
must depend on the circumstances of | 
each particular case. | 
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proceedings. Iam unable to say in how 
many cases the Free Church have taken 
| possession of manses which were occupied 
| by ministers of the United Free Church, 
| but I believe the number is small. I am 
junable to state the number of cases 
| presently pending. I am endeavouring 
to obtain further information, and, if I 
receive it, I will communicate with the 
hon. Member. 


Questions. 


Sneem Traders and Carriage of Goods. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Treland whether he can 
state the average amount of goods 
conveyed by road per week from Ken- 
mare to Sneem; and whether, seeing 
that goods were so carried to meet the 
temporary requirements of the Sneem 
traders when the steamer service was 
delayed through bad weather, or con- 
sisted of goods from Dublin and inland 
counties which could not avail of the 
Clyde Shipping Company’s service, he 
will endeavour, in the circumstances, to 


| procure more favourable rates irom the 


| railway company. 


| 

Mz. LOUGH: How long before an | 

election takes place may it be described | 
as pending ? 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 


| LAND (Mr. WALTER Lowe, Bristol, 8.) : 


| The Board have no definite information 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: An election 
is pending when itis going on. It may be 
imminent before it is pending. 


Scottish Church Dispute—Evictions of 
Ministers and Congregations. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- | 
dee): I beg to ask the Lord-Advocate | 
whether he has any information as to the | 
number of cases in which ministers and 
congregations of the United Free Church 
of Scotland have been actually evicted 
from manses and churches at the instance 
of the Free Church, and as to the number | 
of cases in which proceedings of this 
nature are pending. 


THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorer | 
Diexson, Glasgow, Bridgton): I am 
informed that actual possession has been | 
taken of forty-two churches as to which | 
interdict was obtained. I am also in- | 
formed that the Free Church have 


obtained possession of between twenty | 
and thirty other churches without legal | 


on which to reply to the first inquiry 
They made the best terms possible with 
the railway company, and cannot now 
reopen the matter. 


Mr. BOLAND: I shall take an early 
opportunity to draw attention to this 
matter. 


Sittings of the Land Commission Appeal 
Court in Galway. 

Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): 

I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 

Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland when the 

| Land Commission Appeal Court last sat 

/in Galway; and, if, im view of the num- 

ber of cases listed for hearing, he can say 
when the Court will sit again. 


Ma. WALTER LONG: The last 
sitting was held in May and June, 1004. 


|A iurther sitting will be arranged for as 
| early a date as possible, having regard to 


the claims of other districts, 
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Mr. Arthur O’Connor’s Roscommon 
Estate. 
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Mr. JAMES O’ KELLY (Roscommon, | 


N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
whether the terms of the sale of the 
estate of Mr. Arthur O’Connor, near 


Ireland | 


Strokestown, county Roscommon, have | 


been approved by the Estates Commis- 
sioners, and the partition of the turbary 
decided on: and, if not, when will the 
Estates Commissioners be in a position to 
come to a decision on the matter. 


‘Sie John Cheyne, as 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir; the 
Commissioners have decided to sanction | 
advances lor the sale of a portion of this | 
property, which, however, does not in- 
eluie the bog-land. The tenants, who 
agreed to purchase without the bog-land, 
have informed the Commissioners that | 
they are willing to stand by their | 
agreements. 


Council of the Empire. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 
whether it is contemplated by the Govern- | 
ment that, at the projected Colonial Con- 
ference, the delegates should be invited | 
to consider the establishment of a Council | 
of the Empire, in which the Motherland | 
and the Colonies should be suitably repre- | 
sented, as a method of cementing the | 
Empire alternative to the adoption of any 
scheme of unity founded on the taxation 
ot wheat and flour in this country. 
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Treasury if special instructions can be 
given to expedite the printing of the 
Report of the Royal Commission on the 
ecclesiastical dispute in Scotland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have before 
answered this, but I may add from infor- 
mation I have been able to gather that 


| the Report of the Elgin Commission will 
be in the hands of Members on Thursday 


morning, 

Mr. BLACK: I beg to ask whether 
Royal Commis- 
sioner on questions of interim possession 
arising between the United Free Church 
of Scotland and the Free Church of 
Scotland, has reported; and, if not, 


| whether he will be asked to make an in- 


terim Report which will be considered 
along with the Reporc of the Elgin Com- 
mission, 

Sir 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


| John Cheyne has made no Report; but I 


| see no objection to requesting him to give 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST | 


LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): Inthe opinion 
of the Government, the Colonial Confer- 
ence is in itself what the hon. Gentleman 
describes, a Council of the Empire, and [ | 


ee 


think that that description of it is a very | 


good one. So much for the first part of 
his Question. As regards the second 


part, I have to point out that the estab- | 
lishment of machinery for making recom- | 
mendations to different parts of the | 


Empire can hardly be regarded as an 
alternative to some special scheme which 
the Council itself might propose. 


Scottish Church Dispute. 
Sir ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, 


S.): I heg to ask the First Lord of the! 


some account of the proceedings which 
he has, at the request of the Government, 


| undertaken. 


NEW BILLS. 


LUNACY ACTS AMENDMENT (LONDON) 
(No. 2) BILL. 


“To authorise the London County 


| Council to provide receiving houses for 


the reception of persons mentally afflicted 
or alleged to be of unsound mind, and to 
authorise the detention of such persons 
in such houses, and for other purposes 
connected therewith,” presented by Sir 
John Tuke; supported by Mr. John 
Burns and Mr. Benn; to be read a second 
time upon Monday, 8th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 18+.] 


SMALL HOLDINGS (No. 3) BILL. 
“To further facilitate the provision of 
Small Holdings,” presented by Mr. 
Channing; supported by Sir Walter 


| Foster, Mr. Herbert Samuel, Mr. Price, 


Mr. Bright, Mr. Lyell, Dr. Hutchinson, 
Mr. George White, and Mr. Slack; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday, May 
2nd, and to be printed. [Bill 185.] 
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Unemployed 
UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN. 
Tut PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GERALD 
Batrovr, Leeds, Central): The origin of 


the Bill which I have the honour of in- | 
troducing is to be found in the scheme | 
for dealing with the unemployed in the | 
Metropolis which was started by the | 


right hon. Member for South Bristol who 
preceded me in my present oflice. It 


proposes to establish local bodies in each | 


of the Metropolitan boroughs, and a 
central body for the whole area, corre- 


sponding to the joint committees set up | 


under the scheme of my right hon. friend 
which, I think, has, by common consent, 
done its work well. The duty of the 


local bodies, corresponding to the joint | 


committees of the existing scheme, will 
be to inquire into cases of applicants 


for employment, and to divide these | 
applicants into two classes—first, the | 


class honestly desirous of obtaining work 
but temporarily unable to do so, owing 


to exceptional causes over which they | 
have no control; and, secondly, appli- | 


cants who should be regarded as proper 
subjects for ordinary Poor Law relief. 
For applicants of the former class it will 
be the duty of the local bodies to 
endeavour to obtain employment. The 
central body will be charged with the 


general supervision over the local bodies, | 
establishment of | 
employment | 
registers. The Bill makes an important | 


and also with the 
labour exchanges and 
distinction between obtaining employ- 
ment for applicants and providing work 
for them. The local bodies will have it 
as one of their functions to endeavour to 
obtain employment for applicants, but 
they will not be empowered to provide 
work forthem. They will not be entitled 
to become themselves employers of 
labour or to arrange for applicants being 


employed by other persons in return | 


for contributions to the cost. ‘The 
provision of werk for applicants will 
be reserved entirely for the central body, 


and even in the case of the central hody | 
The | 


it will be entirely discretionary. 
central body, of course, will examine 


into any case referred to them by the | 


local bodies, but it will he within their 


own discretion to deal with those cases | 


or not. It will be entirely within their 
own discretion whether they are to pro- 
vide work for those cases or not; stil! 
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less, of course, will there be anything in 
|the nature of a claim on the part of 
applicants themselves to have work pro- 
| vided for them. 

I have to note two important dif- 
ferences between this and the 
scheme at present in operation, The 
joint committees and the central com- 
/mittee, under the scheme of my right 
hon. friend the present Chief Secretary 
‘or Ireland, were voluntary bodies, and 
the central fund depended, as a matter 
of fact, entirely upon voluntary sub- 
scriptions, The local bedies and central 
bodies it is proposed to establish in the 
Bill will be statutory and permanent 
hodies, and the central body will be, to a 
limited extent, and for certain clearly 
defined cbjects, entitled to draw upon 
‘the rates for its support. The question 
of whether money of the ratepayers 
should be used for the purposes contem- 
plated in this Bill is, of course, a very 
/important one, and one which. at a later 
stage, will, no doubt, receive the full con- 
sideration it deserves from the House. I 
will content myself at this stage with 
making two remarks upon the question. 
‘In the first place, it seems <o me it 
would be impossible to set up statutory 
bodies, permanent bodies for statutory 
duties, and leave them entirely dependent 
upon voluntary subscriptions for their 
maintenance; and, in the — second 
plece, the Government do it dis- 
guise from themselves the importance 
|af the new departure they are making. 
The matter has been carefully con- 
sidered, and we think, within the limits 
laid down and subject to the conditions 
imposed in connection with provisional 
labour, that the experiment is one which 
can be made without any undue risk. 
These limits affect not merely the total 
| amount on which the rates can be drawn 
upon, but also the objects to which 
|contributions from the rates may be 
idevoted. With regard to the amount, 
that will be an equalised rate, each 
Metropolitan borough contributing ae- 
cording to its rateable value, and it will 
| be limited to 3d. in the £, or it may be 
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£, 
extenced to Id. in the £ with the special 
leave of the Local Government Board. 
No money drawn from the rates may 
be spent in providing relief works other 
than those on a farm colony. Speaking 
broadly, the arrangement comes to this: 
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the rates may be drawn upon to provide 
and maintain the regular organisation 
which the Bill sets up, but the rates may 


not be drawn upon to provide work | 


otherwise than on a farm colony estab- 
lished by the central body. 


There are other provisions of the Bill | 
on which I should like to have said a word | 
had I suilicient time at my disposal. 
chief of these is the organisation which 
is provided outside London, and which 


differs in certain important particulars | 


from that provided in the Metropolis 
itself. The organisation outside will be 
on a much more optional footing. It 
will not be compulsory either for borough 


or city councils to set up the organisa- | 


tion which is being provided for London. 
I cannot go now into the conditions 
under which work may be provided by 
the central body and the power of the 


Local Government Board to make genera! | 


rezulations both for this and other pur- 
poses, but when hon. 
Bill m their hands T think the provisions 
that we have made will appear intel- 
ligible. 
my regret 
right hon, 
introduce this measure, 
the real parent. If it 
the House, and has the good fortune to 
piss into law, and if it proves successful 
in dealing with great evils, then any 
credit that attaches to that success will 
be associated with my right hon, friend’s 
name. 


of which he is 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 
an ae 

That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to establish organisation with a view to 
the provision of employment or assist- 
ance for Unemployed Workmen in proper 
cases.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower | 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he thought he | 
Was expressing the general feeling of 
the House in saying they regretted that 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland had not | 
himself been able to introduce the Bill, | 
because they knew that last autumn and _ 
since he had taken a great personal | 
interest in this important question. It | 


was a little difficult in the very short | 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman to | 


follow exactly what were the proposals 
of the Bill. But he should like to say, 
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The | 


Members get the | 


In con-lusion, I can only express | 
that it is not the lot of the | 
Member for South Bristol to | 


Workmen. 462 

on his own behalf at all events, that 
| he hoped and desired that this question 
| should, as far as possible, not be in any 
| sense a Party question, though, of course, 
|some of them might hold views which 
went considerably further than those 
expressed by the right hon. Gentleman. 
| He confessed he had listened with some 
| disappointment to his speech. It ap- 
peared to him that the Bill, instead of 
extending the position and powers of the 
| central body, and of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, as foreshadowed in the 
scheme of the late President of the Local 
Government Board, placed limitations 
and restrictions upon the powers of the 
central body with regard to the pro- 
vision of employment and the receipt of 
| funds. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think so. Perhaps I may make it clear. 
We propose that the central fund should 
be provided to some extent by voluntary 
subscriptions, and with regard to those 
|subscriptions that the central bodv 
should be able to do everything which 
the central committee under the scheme 


finds favour with | 


of my right hon. friend was enabled 
to do. 
*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that 


under the existing voluntary scheme of 
‘the right hon. Gentleman the central 
committee not only had the voluntary 
| subscriptions, but it was clearly the 
| intention of the right hon. Gentleman 
last August to ask the various borough 
councils to contribute from the rates to 
‘the central fund, in order to provide 
work. Unfortunately, some borough 
councils declined to do that, and, there- 
fore, that part of the right hon, 
\Gentleman’s scheme fell to the ground, 
/and to that extent the benefits ‘derived 
‘irom it were very largely handicapped 
| last autumn. He confessed that he hoped 
| that under the Bill not only would the 
' borough councils be able to apply the 
rates for the provision of work in bona 
‘fide cases, but that the aid from the 
| rates in that respect would not be con- 
fined entirely to employing men on farm 
| colonies. 

| Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: And 


organisation. 
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only work which was to be provided 
out of the public fund was work on the 
farm colonies. To that extent he agreed 
with the Bill, but he should like to sce 


it go further, and to the extent the right | 


hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary pro- 
posed last autumn, viz., that these public 
funds should not be confined entirely to 
one simple object, but that the Central 
Authority should have full discretion »s to 
the mode and method of providing work 


for bona fide unemploved. It appeared | 


to him that the Bill, in these respects, 
fell short of what he had hoped from it. 


It was, however, after all, an important | 


fact that a Government, and a Conserva- 
tive Government, should introduce a Bill 
of this sort. To his mind this was a 


great step in advance and a real depar- | 


ture in regard to social legislation. 
What had fallen from the right hon. 
Gentleman went to show that, as re- 
garded London, at all events, there was 
now a definite recognition that there was | 
an obligation on the local authorities, and 
on some central authority, he would not | 
say to provide work where it was de- 
manded, but to exercise discretion in 
providing work for those who were suffer- | 
ing from want of employment from no 
fault of their own. There was the 
further recognition—an important one— 
involved in the imposition of a uniform | 
rate, that the poor of London were to be 
a common charge upon the whole of | 
London. They were to have an equality 
of burdens as far as they could for this 
object. This was only what ought to 
have been done years ago. London was 
the only great city in the country in 
which the poor were not a common 
charge upon the whole town. It was 
only in London that the burden was 
heaviest where it ought to be lightest. 


On one very important point he could | 


not agree with the Bill. Heconsidered that 


the system which it was proposed to set up | 


in London should be set up everywhere 
under equally 
stances. Nothing would be more fatal 
than to set up a compulsory system in 
London and not an equally compulsory 
system throughout the rest of the 
country. He was 


done, that last state of London would be | 


{COMMONS} 


And | worse than the first. He hoped the right 
That was to say that the | hon. Gentleman’s mind would be open to 
| suggestions which, as far as he was con- 
| cerned, would be made in no hostile spirit 
to the general principle and object of 


advantageous circum- | 
the regulations respecting the admission 


afraid if this were | 
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the Bill, suggestions such as those for 
making it compulsory in the outside dis- 
tricts as well as in London; and to 
improve the Bill in other respects. He 
was somewhat disappointed with what 
appeared to him to be the limitations 
contained in the Bill. Many of them on 
that side of the House, indeed all of them, 
were favourable to some proposal of this 
sort; and he would appeal to the right 
hon. Gentlemen to meet them in regard 
to reasonable Amendments in a friendly 
spirit in order that this might be made a 
practicable and working measure, capable 
of achieving the purpose which he was 
sure the whole House desired. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): Might I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether the relief will be considered 
as Poor Law relief ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Mr.Walter Long, and Mr. 
Grant Lawson 


UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BILL. 

“To establish organisation with a view 
to the provision of employment or assis- 
tance for Unemployed Workmen in proper 
cases,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 3rd May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 186.] 


ALIENS. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKErs- 
Doucuas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I do 
not think that I need offer any apology 
for bringing forward a Bill dealing with 


of aliens into this country. What has 


taken place since last year has more than 


proved that the provision of regulations 
with regard to the admission of un- 
desirable aliens is an extremely pressing 
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question, and during that time the 
problem has certainly become more acute. 
{ am afraid I must trouble the House 
with one or two statistics, but they will 
be very few. During the year 1904 as 
many as 195,000 aliens were returned 
as having come to this country. Of 
these, 99,000 odd were described as 
transmigrants, and 12,000 as sailors. 
Though the destination of the remaining 
52,000 was not definitely known, some of 
them were known to have gone to 
America, but the greater proportion 
probably settled in this country. [Cries of 
“Oh, oh!”] I do not want, on this 
xccasion, to treat this matter as con- 
troversial, but I have read the speeches 
of hon, Gentlemen opposite in which 
they have been able to prove to their own 
satisfaction that a minus quantity re- 
mained on these shores, Certainly that 
is not the information which reaches me 
through the Government Departments 
from sources open to all Members of the 
House. [Renewed cries of “ Oh, oh! ’| ff 
hon. Members do not desire to have the 
figures [I will not give them, but [ can 
prove perfectly well at a later stage that 
the number of undesirable aliens coming 
to this country has increased, and that 
it has not only increased during the 
past year, but the statistics of the 
last three months show a very large 
increase over the statistics of the 
three corresponding months in LOt. 
The evils which these aliens bring in their 
train—overcrowding, living in insanitary 
conditions, the lowering of the general 
standard of life and morality, and crime 
—have also, unfortunately, increased. 
There is no doubt about these facts. 
The criminal statistics show that alien 
crime has steadily increased in this 
country, both absolutely and relatively 
to the total prison population. In 1900 
3,130 alien prisoners were received in our 
prisons, and in 1904 the number was 
4,774. I have received complaints not 
only from recorders, not only from the 
London stipendiary magistrates, who 
have very largely to deal with cases of 
aliens, but also from Judges of the 
High Courts, as to the large amount of 
work, and, I think, unnecessary work, cast 
upon them by the presence of this class 
of criminal. Last year [ am aware cer- 
tain Members of the Opposition made 
an offer on the Grand Committee that 
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they would accept that portion of the 
Bill which dealt with criminal aliens, but 
that offer was not unanimous. [Cries of 
“Yes.”] It was distinctly said by some 
that they would oppose the Bill, and even 
that portion of it. 


Aliens. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): It was not opposed in the 
House by a single Member. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS; I beg the 
hon. Member’s pardon; I have the re- 
port here of what took place. I gathered 
from the speeches of the right hon. 
Member for East Fife and the right 
hon. Member for Stirling Burghs, the 
Leader of the Opposition, that they were 
prepared to accept a Bill of this sort, pro- 
viding that it was limited in this respect. 
I could not accept last year that 
proposition, neither can IL accept it 
this year, as it would only deal with 
one aspect of the question. We are 
determined to deal with this organised 
traffic in undesirable aliens, and we can- 
not limit it to an expulsion from this 
country of those who come within the 
scope of the Courts of law in this country. 
If hon. Members will look at the statis- 
tical table issued by the Board of Trade, 
they will see that the great bulk of 
this traffic comes from eight ports in the 
country. There are twenty-nine ports 
from which the returns are taken, 
but something like 97 per cent. of the 
aliens came to eight ports, extend- 
ing from Leith to Southampton. It is 
this wholesale immigration at these ports 
which we intend to control, and at these 
ports our machinery will beset up, and 
at these ports only immigrant ships will 
be allowed to land aliens. We do not 
propose in any way to hamper the bona 
fide transmigrant; he is_ especially 
exempted from the restrictions imposed 
upon other {alien immigrants. 


As regards the actual provisions of the 
Bill, it deals with the landing of undesir- 
ablealiens. It provides that no immigrant 
shall be landed from an immigrant ship 
except at ports where there is an 
immigrant officer appointed under the 
Act, and without the leave of that immi- 
grant officer, given after he jhas made an 
inspection in company with a medical 
inspector. In cases where leave to {land 


‘has been refused the immigrant or the 
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master of the ship may appeal to a board | wandering without means of subsistence, 
appointed at each port; and this board} or has been living under insanitary 
/conditions due to overcrowding, or that 


is to consist of three persons, of whom 
one shall be a magistrate, the others 
having experience of Poor Law and 
administrative matters. 


We hope thus | 


to obtain the co-operation of the Jewish | 


Board of Guardians, in order that the 

interests of that community—especially in 

London, where it is very large—may be 

properly respected. And we provide in 

this Bill that an immigrant shall be con- 

sidered undesirable, and, as such, may be 

refused permission to land in this country 

if he cannot show that he has, or is in a 

position to obtain, the means of support- 

ing himself in decent sanitary conditions ; 

if he is a lunatic or an idiot ; if, owing to 

disease or infirmity, he is likely to be- 

ecme a charge upon the rates or otherwise 

detrimental to the public; if he has 

been sentenced abroad for an extraditable | 
crime, not being of a political character ; 

or if he has heen previously expelled under | 
this Act. The landing cfan alien shal! not 
be refused, however, if he proves that he 
is seeking admission solely to avoid 
prosecution for an offence of a political 
character. 


The second part of the Bill deals 
with the expulsion of undesirable aliens 
already in our midst. To secure this 
the Secretary of State may make an 
expulsion order requiring an alien to 
leave the United Kingdom within a 
time he fixes, and thereafter to remain 
out of it; but the Secretary of State can 
only act on the certificate of a Court of 
law, including a Court of summary | 
jurisdiction, if he is satisfied that the 
alien has been convicted for an offence 
for which he can be imprisoned without 
the option of a fine, and that the Court | 
recommends the expulsion either in 


| he has been convicted of an extradition 


crime abroad, The Secretary of State, 
further, has the power to meet the ex- 
penses of the deportation of the alen, 
but such expenses he can recover from 
the master of the ship who brought the 


valien if the expulsion order is made on 


a certificate within six months of his 
landing. Further, this principle will 
not only extend to the shipowner o1 


the master of the ship, but to tha: 


| particular line of ship. 


‘be extended to it this year. 


addition to or in lieu of the sentence | 


which he receives. 


Then, again, the | 


alien may be sent out of the country | 


if a certificate is given to the Secretary 
of State by a Court of summary jurisdic- 
tion within twelve months after the last 
entrance to this country of the alien, 


disqualify him for the Parliamentary | 
franchise, which is a condition very well | 


known, or within three months has been | hon. Gentleman’s pardon. 


Mr. A kers-Douglas. 


Then, the obli- 
gations which fall on the master of any 
ship at the present time to make a return 
will be continued, but those returns will 
have to be made in a more exhaustive 
and accurate manner than now. 

This, very shortly, is the Bill I ask leave 
tointroduce. Icannot say, of course, how 
it will be received by this House, but 
I trust that the same opposition which 
was given to the Bill last year may not 
I venture 
to think that the feeling in favour of 
some legislation, not only to expel 
criminal aliens, but to restrict the 


‘immigration into this country of un- 
‘desirable aliens, has very considerably 


increased since last year. If that is the 
case, I trust that that feeling will be 
reflected in this House, and that a desire 
will be shown to deal comprehensively 
with this question, and prevent this 
country being made a receptacle for 


| destitute, diseased, and criminal aliens. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a [ill 
to amend the Law with regard to 


| Aliens.”—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said the Home 
Secretary had given the House the sta- 
tistics, roughly speaking, upon which his 
case for the Bill was based. The House 
might remember that last year he gave 


‘the House statistics of a similar character 
) 'which had to be entirely altered, cut 
showing that the alien has, withix three down to a tenth in consequence of his 
months, been in receipt of parochial attention being called to the Report of 
1elief of such a character as would | the Board of Trade. 


*Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I beg the 
I gave the 
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whole figures, and I admitted afterwards 
that I had not taken off figures for 
sailors, This vear they have been taken 
oil. 
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*Strn CHARLES DILKE: No, Sir, | 
the figures have not been so cor- 
rectel as to meet the objection of 


Proceeding, he said he would 
State to 


last vear. 
challenge the Seeretary of 
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from them are entirely and utterly errone- 
ous. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE said the de- 
ductions were drawn by the Roval Com- 
mission. The census figures and the 
Board of Trade Returns agreed, both 
were approved by the Royal Commission, 


/and they entirely over-rode the figures 


pr duce to the House before the Second | 


Reading the annual Return, in the same 
form produced after the Second 
ieading ot the Bill last year, of Emi- 
vration and Immigration. They were 
never told last vear, even in the reduced 
flyures ~ 
take a different view from the Board of 
Trade— what the Report was; but it was 
laid upon the Table and circulated after 
the debates. It was pointed out that 
whilst they were told by the Home 
Office that there was an increasing num- 
ber of aliens settling in this country, the 
Board of Trade reported in April, 1904, 
that the total admissions in 1903 were 
decidedly less than in 1902. The figures 
decreased last year so enormously that 
the suggestion that the right hon, Gen- 
tleman had made, that some opponents of 
the Bill had arrived at a minus quantity, 
was not made by any Member of the 
House; it was made by the Board of 
Trade. If the House would look at 
the last Return they would find that 
the figures of the Board of Trade, 
alter the deduction for scamen, reduced 
the total number settling in this 
country down to a few hundreds. He 
saw that the hon. and gallant Member 
for Stepney laughed, but he was not 


as 


the Home Office appeared to | ‘ —_ 
| only a single point, that they were to limit 


'the Returns of the Roard of 


‘troduced under the Ten Minutes 


giving figures on his own authority, | 


but on the authority of the Board of 
Trade. He was referring to documents 


circulated to Members as the highest | 


authority on this subject, and as an 


annual Return corresponding with the | ne. 
as novel a departure from the principks 


Census Returns and which were unani- 
mously adopted by the Royal Commission 
ot which the hon, and gallant Member 
was a member. 


*Major EVANS 


given by the Home Secretary. The 
Home Sec:etary, after dealing with these 
figures—and he, the right hon. Baronet, 
disputed them zn tcto on the authority of 
Trade— 
turned to the offer which was then made 
to deal with crime. He stated that the 
offer concerned, as he understood him, 


the Billto those who came within thescope 
of the criminal Courts of this country. 
This was not the offer. There was a 
double offer as regarded crime, and that 
offer was distinctly renewed by the 
Member for Nast Fife in his speech at 
Reading. Two offers were made, and the 
Home Secretary had only alluded to one. 
He said it was not a unanimous offer ; 
but a Bill was brought into this House 
by some Members who had actively 
opposed the Government Bill, and it was 
only blocked by Members opposite. 
Then the Home Secretary came to the 
changes which had been made in the 
new Bill. The Bill was introduced under 
the Ten Minutes Rule. I[t was the 
principal Bill of the year; it was first in 
the list named in the King’s Speech ; 
and it was entirely different from the Bill 
of last vear, being stronger in some 
points and weaker in others. It was in- 
Rule 
without the possibility of discussion in 
the House, whereas the Party opposite 
insisted upon a two days debate in 189+ 
on the introduction of the Welsh Chureh 
Bill, and two days debate on the sam» 
Bill in 1895, although this Bill was quit: 


of the legislation of the country as the 


| Welsh Church Bill could be said to Le 


| Church. 


GORDON (Tower | 


Hamlets, Stepney): I wish to say at this | 
point that the calculations just mentioned | 
are perfectly familiar to me, and that the | 
deductions the right hon. Baronet draws | 


disestablishment of the Irish 
The Bill of last year broke 
down hopelessly on the police evidence 
before the Royal Commission; it killed 
the Bill, and the proof cf this was that 
there was no attempt now to be made to 
interfere with the excursion tratiic for 
French workmen to Folkestone, and 


after the 
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Dover, 
to confine the operation of the Bill | 
to certain immigrant ports, and to ores | 
the immigrant to come into those ports. 
This was entirely contrary to the 
character of the Bill of last year. The 
Home Secretary had been mild in his 
language to-day as to what was going to 
happen in the discussion on the Bill, but 
the hon, and gallant Member for Stepney 
had not been so mild, and he would like 
the House to notice what the hon. and 
gallant Member for Stepney, the chief 
friend and supporter of the Bill, had 
said as to the manner in which the Bill 
was to be passed through the House 
He said on Wednesday night last that he 
had it from the Prime Minister that the 
Bill would be introduced to-day, that 
there would be no reference to Grand 
Committee this year; the Prime Minister 
would put into operation the closure and 
all the weapons the Government pos- 
sessed. He was quoting from the Morning 
Post. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON: I cannot 
admit the accuracy of that report. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I am glad, 
because it would have been in the nature 
of a threat to the House. 


Major EVANS GORDON: I prefaced 
that remark by saying that I heped that 
all the machinery at the disposal of the 
Government would be used to pass the 
Kill. I adhere to that hope. I did not 
commit the Prime Minister at all. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said he was 
glad the report was contradict d, because 


in the Bill of last year all the important | 


paris came last, and, if there were to be 
any attempt to closure such a Bill, it 


might easily occur that principles wholly | 


new to English law and impossible in 
working operation would be passed 
through the House without any discus- 
sion, and that would be a monstrous 
wrong. 
avoided altogether one of the mistakes 
into which the Government fell last year. 
Last year there was an absolute violation | 
of the recent principles of our law by the 
quarantine proposals of the Bill. He 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 
The Home Secretary proposed | 


The Home Secretary had to-day | 
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had said nothing with regard to the 
admission of sick and diseased people 
this year. Last year the Bill was entirely 
opposed to the Act of 1896 and to the 
Orders of the Local Government Board, 
and he assumed the quarantine portion 
of the Bill had now been dropped, and 
that all the proposals likely to interfere 
with the cross-Channel traffic had been 
withdrawn. The Home Secretary made 
no reply, but it was a matter on which 
they ought to have early information. As 
far as he could see, it would be necessary 
for them to oppose the Bill, to take again 
the course they took last year in dividing 
against it on the Second Reading ; and 
he proposed, if no one else did so, to 
oppose the Second Reading upon two 
grounds. On the ground that the Bill 
wouldinterfere with the principle of asylum 
in this country without any proved 
necessity for taking any such step. The 
right of asylum was never more needed 
than it was at the present time, in the 
state of affairs in East Europe known to 
every man in the House. There was, in 
1905, the last year for which they had 
the Board of Trade Return, no 
increase of alien population in this 
country, and the alien population wis 
trifling as compared with the alien 
population of every other country in 
the world. At this moment France 
had just extended to the Italian work- 
men, who were more numerous bv far In 
France than all workmen of all foreign 
countries were in England. the whole of 
the old-age pensions provisions, the whole 
of the insurance provisions of their law, 
and this by treaty. It would be a retro- 
grade step, unworthy of this country, to 
_adopt these means of restriction and ex- 
clusion in face of an evil, which, except in 
a district here and there, was trifling. 
And if they took this view with regard to 
victims of persecution, and with re- 
gard to the right of asylum here, 
they took it with regard to the other 


/portions of the offer made by them 
with regard to sweating in certain 
trades. The view of those trades was 


that the evils complained of should be 
dealt with by anti-sweating legislation ; 
/and it was by this means they would 
'seek to combat the evil against which 
| this Bill professed to be directed. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. | 
J.| Trade with regard to fatal and non- 


Secretary Akers-Douglas, Mr. A. 
Balfour, Mr. Attorney-General, 


Cochrane, and Mr. Bonar Law. 


Mr. 


ALIENS BILL. 


“To amend the Law with regard to 
Aliens,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, May 2nd, and to be 
printed. [Bill 187.] 


SUPPLY (CIVILSERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES). 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
lebate on Question [April 13th], “ That 
Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair (for 
Committee on Civil Services and Re- 
venue Departments Estimates).”—(Sir 
A, Acland-Hood.) 


(Juestion again proposed. 


*\Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
KE.) said that in order to make it clear 
what issues he wished to raise and what 
demands he wished to make upon the 
Board of Trade, although he was not able 
to ask that a Motion should be read 
from the Chair, he would give the terms 
of the Motion he would have moved had 
he been in a position to do so. It would 
have called the attention of the House to 
the Acts for the prevention of accidents 
on railways and to the working hours of 
railway servants; and it would have 
expressed the opinion of the House that 
the powers vested in the Board of 
Trade should be more effectively exer- 
c.sed ; that experiments should be forth- 
with carried out as to automatic and non- 
automatic couplings ; and that the Board 
Trade should take action under the 
Railway Regulation Act, 1893, to check 
excessive hours of labour, whether 
information was derived from representa- 
tions, Returns, or otherwise. 


0 


He said he would remind the House of 
the determination ot successive Parlia- 
ments that the question of the salety of 
men working on railways should be 
dealt with by the Board of Trade. 
A Bill identical in principle 
the Bill passed in 1900 passed its 


ApriL 1905} 


'and other accidents, 505. 


with | 
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fatal accidents in relation to shunting 
operations, including coupling and un- 
coupling during the last ten years, 
showed that during the ten years 
covered by the Return the fatal and non- 
| fatal accidents occurring to the 19,000 or 
| 20,000 servants employed by the rail- 
| ways for this work practically equalled 
the number of servants employed during 
that time. That was a most tremen- 
dous fact. So far as he could see, there 
‘had been no substantial and sweeping 
reduction in the number of these acci- 
dents in shunting and coupling and 
uncoupling. For the year 1903 the 
Returnsho wed—deaths, twenty-three, and 
other accidents, 506; while for the year 
1900 the figures were, deaths, twenty-five, 
So that the 
figures now were practically the same 
/as when Parliament sanctioned the ex- 
tension of these powers to the Board of 
Trade. He did not wish to take a parti- 
san or extreme view of the action of the 
Board of Trade. He was glad to 
recognise that the appointment of sub- 
inspectors had led to an increase in the 
number of inquiries and that, in in- 
quiries made by some of their inspectors, 
there had been a tendency to look 
more minutely into the minor 
causes of accidents, but he pressed 
upon the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade and the House the necessity of 
making the intentions of Parliament, 
which in this case went back nineteen 


| 
| 
| 


years, operative, and of preventing 
many of the deaths and _ non- 
fatal accidents on our railways. 

With regard to the question of 
railway hours the point he wished 
to raise was a very simple one, 


and he thought that the hon. Gentleman 
would say it was a clear one. So far as this 
Act was concerned, the Board of Trade 
relied wholly and entirely on the com- 
plaints made by railway servants as to the 
number of hours which they had worked. 
So far as he was concerned, he had taken 
a very great interest in this matter, and 
he had not heard of any action taken by 
them on their own initiative. So far as 
he knew, the whole pivot of this Act 
was the representations made by the 
men whose hours of labour were ex- 


Second, Reading as long ago as 1886. cessive. Now when one looked at the 
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competition for railway employment, 
and to the fact that a man having once 
entered that service naturally wanted 
to rise, it was not to be expected that 
many men would complain and make 
these representations where there was a 
serious risk—if they were known to com- 
plain of the system under which they 


worked—of their incurring disability and | 


loss of promotion, if they did not incur 
dismissal. The Act of Parliament ex- 
pressly contemplated action by the 
Board of Trade on other grounds, 
and he ventured to say that 
eught to be taken with 
the excessive hours of work. 


He had taken the trouble to 
analyse the results of the last Return, 
and he would at once admit that since 
he made a Motion in 1891 on this sub- 
ject there had been a considerable re- 
duction in the number of instances of 
excessive hours worked. But he asked 
the House to consider the figures 
which resulted from this analysis, and 
ask themselves whether this was 
the result which Parliament contem- 
plated as the outcome of the Hours’ 
Act of 1893. The Return was not 
based on the recommendations of the 
right hon. Member for West Bristol, 
who presided over the Committee to 
inquire into the excess of hours worked 
on railways. This and similar Returns 
had been based on a twelve hours day, 
so that if a ten hours day basis was 
taken, as was laid down by the right hon. 
Member for West Bristol on that occasion, 
there would be a far greater amount of 
overwork shown. But what did they 
now find. They found that the number 
of goods guards, brakesmen, engine- 
drivers and firemen (and it was they who 
worked these long hours) who worked 
over twelve hours a day on the chief 
railways of the country during this time 
was close on 28,000; the number of 
instances upon which these 28,000 men 
were compelled to work between twelve 
and fifteen hours continuously was 
52,799; and the number of instances 
they had to work fifteen hours at a 
stretch was 5,273. In these days one 
would have thought it impossible that 
men should work more than eighteen 
hours but he found there were no less 
than 258 such eases. So far as he could 
see there had been no improvement 


Mr. Channing. 
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whatsoever since 1901. One particular 
| point to which he desired to draw atten- 
| tion was the extraordinarily good figures 
|of the North Western Company in this 
regard. When he drew attention to 
| this question two years ago, he found 
/from the figures that while the other 
railways showed percentages of over- 
work ranging from 80 to 97 per cent., 
the North Western showed only 15 per 
cent. of goods guards and 22°46 per cent. 
of drivers and firemen. In the last Retun 
the figures of all the other railway 
companies but the North Western were 
practically as bad as they were two years 





ago. Butthe North Western had further 
improved their figures and actually 


showed now only ‘79 of overwork among 
their goods guards and 2°42 of drivers, 
more than ten times better than two 
years before. They were iaced with this 
extraordinary fact, that there was this 
great Department of State especially 
authorised by Parliament to deal with 
this evil, and yet it was neither amelior- 
ated nor redressed by any of the railway 
companies, and that when the Depart- 
ment had this object lesson of one of 
the lines carrying out the necessary 
ireforms. It was a great evil, and 
‘he called on the hon. Gentleman to con- 
sider whether with such information eas 
was available he could not do something to 
remedy it. How was it that the Board 
of Trade did nothing to bring about a 
better state of things? This last Return 
disclosed the identical state of things 
which existed previously. He apolo- 
gised to the House for having detained 
it at such length, but as he had givena 
geeat deal of attention to this question, 
and as he had taken part in Parliament 
in obtaining for the Board of Trade 
these powers, he thought it only right 
that they should be put into force. 








*Mr. BELL (Derby) said the subject 
now under discussion in connection with 
the Acts of 1893 and 1900 was of such 
great importance to the railway men 
of the country that it was worthy of 
much greater consideration than it usually 
received. Hon. Members opposite had 
endeavoured to demonstrate by the 
enthusiasm with which they welcomed 
the Aliens Bill that they were particularly 
interested in the working classes, and 
desired to protect their interests. If 
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that enthusiasm was real, he suggested 
they should show it in a practical manner 
in connection with the section of working 


men whom he represented, for if any | 
class of workers required and deserved | 


protection they did. The Act of 1893, 
giving power to the Board of Trade to 
regulate the hours of railway men, was 
enacted after a Royal Commission had 
sat for two years, and one or two strikes 
had taken place. The evidence they 
received was such that their recom- 
mendations were of a strong and impor- 
tant character. The Act based on those 
recommendations gave the Board of 
Trade power to call for Returns, and, on 
receipt of those Returns, if necessary to 
order a revision of the hours. Railway 
companies were very keen on having 
their requests and desires promptly 
attended to, but, when they were called 
upon by the Board of Trade to render 
Returns, Parliament had generally to 
wait practically a year before the informa- 
tion was received. Railway directors 
in the House would probably find it 
difficult to believe some of the statements 
he was about to make, but he had never 
yet made a statement in Parliament with- 
out being able to verify it, and directors 
could not and were not expected to be 
able to go into every detail connected 
with the management of a great concern 
such as a railway. That duty was 
tightly entrusted to subordinate officials. 


The Secretary to the Board of Trade 
vould probably say that the Depart- 
ment were always ready to act upon 
information or complaints received. 
That was true, but they were generally 
a long time concluding their inquiries. 
Moreover, too many railway men had 
just cause to fear making complaints. 
Communications might be made through 
him to the Board of Trade, and 
the Department would not know from 


whom the complaints came, but most | 


of the men were known to their local 


officials, and he would give the House | 


examples of what happened to men who 
were even suspected of having mad: 
complaints. It was difficult for the 
officials to know definitely that a man 
had lodged a complaint with the Depart- 
ment, but they were keenly observant. 
If a man showed discontent with his 
hours, perhaps lodging a complaint 
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| with his superior, and then subsequently 
| the Board of Trade made inquiries as to the 
' hours of that particular depot, the officials 
_at once concluded that that man was the 
cause of the Board’s action, and he would 
probably suffer for it. Owing to the 
great development in the size and power 
of locomotives and the increased length 
of goods and mineral trains, the respon- 
sibilities of these men had enormously 
increased, and the companies ought 
therefore to recognise the absolute neces- 
sity of curtailing the hours during which 
they had to work. He knew cases where, 
during the hot weather, firemen were so 
exhausted at the close of a twelve hours 
day, having to fire from five to seven 
tons of coal in addition to the ordinary 
duties of a stoker, that they were unable 
to walk home, and sometimes had had 
to be sent home in a cab. Such a state 
of things was not in the interests either 
of the men or of the public. If men, 
through insufficient rest, declined to 
resume duty when called upon, they 
were penalised by being compelled to 
stand off for two or three days, and to 
lose the corresponding pay, while if 
they resumed duty, they were directly 
requested by the officials to falsify their 
“bookings on” in order that the Board 
of Trade might be deceived. In one 
case a@ man was on duty, with a short 
interval, from 6.30 a.m., until midnight. 
He was asked to make out two separate 
time sheets, so that he would not be 
entered on the Return as having been 
eighteen hours on duty. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) : 
What railway was that ? 


*Mr. BELL said he would have pre- 
ferred not mentioning the railwavs, but 
if hon. Members desired the names he 
would give them. The case he had just 
mentioned was on the Great Central. 
Another case occurred on the Great 
Western, where a man was called on 
duty aiter only eight hours ten minutes 
rest. He complained of the insufficiency 
of the period of rest, but, pressed by the 
foreman, he went on duty. He was 
then requested to sign on as having had 
the full nine hours rest, and naturally, 
when such requests were made by a 
| foreman, they were more often acceded 
'to than not, because if the men refused 
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they would doubtless be duly rewarded. 
Then in connection with the Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway he received a 
report that during January and Febru- 
ary, goods guards were on duty for 
thirty-nine hours at a stretch. 
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Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham): This year ? 


*Mr. BELL: Yes. Another practice 
was to*put cleaners of from sixteen to 
nineteen years of age on engines to do 
firing duty after they had done their 
day’s work in the cleaning sheds. In 
one case a cleaner was on _ duty 
twenty-one consecutive hours, twelve 


in the shed being followed by nine on | 


anengine. Another was on duty twenty- 
four hours, twelve in the shed and twelve 
onthe road. In other cases fourteen and 
a-half hours (entirely on locomotives), 
and seventeen and a-half hours were put 
in. He had given to him the name 
of one cleaner who, with wages of 3s. 
a day, drew at the end of a week eleven 
and a quarter days wages, showing that 
he had almost worked the week round 
so far as hours were concerned, He 
was sure that no Member of the House 
would desire to defend such practices, 
The reason why the Return which the 
hon. Member asked for did not contain 
this information was because the cleaner 
was not reported as having worked 
twenty-one hours on duty, because whilst 
in the shed as a cleaner there would 
be no report, and, therefore, twelve hours 
on the locomotive is what would appear 
in the Return. He was bound to say 


that he felt very strongly upon this, 


matter, and he had determined to get 
it altered by any means whatever. The 


Department, as arule, was very sympa- | 


thetic with railway companies, and more 
so than any other Department. These 
irregularities on the part of railway com- 
panies were nearly always overlooked, 
no matter how great their sins, whereas 
a small employer who omitted to put 
a small fence around the fly wheel in 
his engine room would be summoned 
before the Jocal Courts and fined. 


He knew of two cases of railway | 


companies who had deliberately deceived 
the Board of Trade. One was the case of 
an trish railway company where the per- 


manent way of one of their lines was in| 
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such a bad state that an accident occurred 
to a goods train and the brake van went 
off the line and rolled down the em- 
bankment and disabled the guard. That 
railway company never reported the 
case at all to the Board of Trade, and 


/nine months after the accident he put 


a Question to the President of the Board 
of Trade, and it was ultimately admitted 
that the accident had happened and 
that it was an oversight on the part of 
the company in not reporting it. He 
could not accept that as an excuse, 
The very same railway company in 
connection with the working hours 
of signalmen had adopted a_ prac- 
tice for nearly twelve months of work- 
ing eight hours signalmen for twelve 
hours regular shift. When the Board 
of Trade asked for a schedule this com- 
pany told them that these were twelve 
hour boxes, but this was not so, for they 
were eight hour shift men who had been 
systematically worked twelve hours. 
This was important, because a railway 
company would never put signalmen 
on an eight hour shift if they were con- 
vinced that the Board of Trade would 
not interfere. Having made the ad- 
mission that eight hours in a particular 
cabin or yard was sufficient it was evi- 
dent that a man should not be called 
upon to work 50 per cent. longer upon 
his day’s work. The final result was 
that after nearly twelve or fifteen months 
negotiation between the Uepartment, 
the railway company, and himself, the 
railway company had appointed a third 
man in order to avoid working twelve 
hours in the future. 


There had been an inquest at a place 
near Shrewsbury in the case of an 
accident to a man who was_ some 
kind of an overseer, and it appeared 
that this man was in the habit of 
working something like fifteen hours 
or fifteen and a half hours each day, 
although his ordinary duties scheduled 
were from 6.30 a.m. to 6.30 p.m., but he 


'had to remain on duty until the whole 


work was completed, and he was habitu- 
ally on duty until 9 or 9.30 at night. At 
the time of the accident he was working 
his fourth day, and it was true that he 
had not been at work those long hours 
on the day when he met with his acci- 
dent. At the inquest his widow stated 
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in evidence that the night b fore the 
accident deceased complained to her of 
being almost too tired to goto bed, hav- 


ing been on duty fifteen and a half hours | 
On the day of the accident | 


or upwards. 
the man who took his place had also been 
on duty fifteen and a half hours. He 


feared that these facts were not reported | 


as they should be, and this was one of 
those items which it was difficult for him 
to prove to the contrary, although he 
knew many instances of the kind he had 
enumerated, and which he was perfectly 
satistied were not included in the 
Return. Consequently he felt that the 
Return was not a correct one of the num- 
ber of hours worked by the railway men 
of this country. 


To prove that the men dare nt com- 
plain with any ceftainty that they 
would not be interfered with he 
would mention the instance of a guard 
employed on the North British Railway. 
In this instance a guard having worked 
over twelve hours was asked to pick up 
traffic at a particular siding and he de- 
clined to do so because he had been on 
duty so many hours. The result was 
that he was suspended for two days for 
refusing to pick up this traffic. The 
North British Railway Company had 
actually dismissed a signalman for 
insubordination, which consisted of a 
statement that he was not going to con- 
tinue to work those long hours without 
making a bit of a fuss. This man did 
make a fuss and the Board of Trade 
compelled the North British Railway 
to appoint another man in this particu- 
lar cabin, and after this had been done 
the man who made the fuss was dis- 
missed for insubordination. Instances 
of this kind were very numerous, and 
he could quote them by yards. 


What he desired” was that the powers 
conferred by the Board of Trade should 
be used to the fullest extent, and 
this would make it unnecessary for any 
men to have to lodge a complaint. He 
had had to fight very hard to get the first 
Return in 1901, and that Return showed 
a startling lot of figures, although the 
President of the Board of Trade denied 
that such long hours were worked on the 
railways. Even the Report published 
about August each year of the number of 
complaints made under the Act of i893 
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| showed but a very few cases, although 
|the Return for 1991 showed 397,000 
‘instances of men having worked over 
thirteen hours duty during the month of 
December in that year. No less than 
96,000 of these worked over fourteen 
hours, 56,000 over fifteen hours, 29,000 
over sixteen hours, 14,000 over seventeen 
hours, and 21,000 over eighteen hours. 
This took place in the running of goods 
and mineral trains in this country. 
For the year 1902 the Return showed a 
considerable decrease, and perhaps the 
House would remember that he protested 
against the President of the Board of 
Trade giving the companies three months 
warning that he was going to call for a 
Return for December next. With regard 
to the special effort alleged to have been 
put forward by the railway companies 
to the effect that under no circumstances 
would the men be allowed to work over 
twelve hours, he had brought many of 
the orders and instructions forward 
and discussed them, and he had for- 
warded them also to the President of 
the Board of Trade. During the month 
of December, 1903, these hours were 
reduced to 75,389. That was how 
the railway companies desired to make 
it appear for that particular month for 
which the Return was going to be called 
for, and their idea was to show that the 
hours were not very excessive. Some 
of the railway companies thought 
they were going to make this Return an 
annual thing for December, and an effort 
was made in November last year to reduce 
the hours for December. He, however, 
thought that he would like a change, 
and so he asked for a Return for October, 
1903. This Return showed a considerable 
increase, and during December letters 
of explanation were forthcoming from 
the general managers of the various 
railway companies showing that the 
excess was due to the heavy Xmas 
traffic, fogs, and bad weather. For 
the month of October the hours above 
thirteen worked by the men engaged 
in running trains increased from 75,000 
in December, 1902, to 99,000 for October, 
1903. In this case there was not the 
excuse either of Xmas traffic or of the 
fog. October was at the end of the 
summer, when the summer traffic was 
off, and before the winter tratlic was 
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taken up; and, therefore, the question | heaviest—engine-drivers, firemen, goods 


of bad weather, fogs, and snowstorms | 
did not come in. But even in face of 
these facts the excessive hours had 
increased from 75,000 to 99,000. 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


/one in 754. 


The Secretary to the Board of Trade | 
conceded to him the other day a Return | 
that he had asked for March this year. 
Having asked for that Return for March 
he hoped they would have it in less time 
than eleven months hence. Surely the | 
railway companies could not be classed 
as people who kept no records, and it 
could not be said that they could not 
give this information. 
were at their disposal, and they could | 
give the information quickly enough if 
they chose, and if they wanted it for 


their own purposes they could give the. 


figures within a month; but when they | 
were wanted for the purposes of that 
House the companies hesitated about 
giving the information. What he would 
suggest was that if the President of the 


Board of Trade did not get these Returns ; 


within a reasonable time — which he 
should put down as not more than two 
months—that the House should be fur- | 
nished with a list of those companies 
who had not supplied Returns. He could 
not see anything wrong in that course, | 
and it could be quite easily done. 
He hoped the Board of Trade wovld 
obtain a Return with regard to hours 
and act upon it. Why wait for indivi- 
dual complaints from the men or from 
him, when there were 99,000 cases | 
admitted by the railway companies 
themselves? Why not act upon that ? 
If the hon. Gentleman would only ap- 
preciate how keenly the men felt these 
excessive hours, and how injurious they 
were to the interests of the travelling 
public, it would not require much pres- 
sure from the House to get the Depart- 
ment to do its duty in that connection, 


He was not going to say anything on the 
subject of automatic couplings, as that 
had been fully dealt with by the hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire. But 
he was not going to allow the question of 
accidents to railway servants to escape at- 
tention in this House. He had collected 
from the Board of Trade Returns for 
last year the figures with reference to 
four grades in which accidents were | 


Mr, Bell. 


All these figures | 


guards, and shunters. There were em- 
ployed in these four grades altogether 
76,188 men. During the course of last 
vear there were 101 of them killed, or 
There were 2,093 injured, 
or one in thirty-six of the men employed 
in these grades. This was a scandal, 
and the House ovght not to tolerate it, 


| He had complained, and he wovld con- 


tinve to complain, until an end was put 
to this condition of matters. There 
were thousands of these accidents pre- 


_ventable, and only proper administration 


was required by the Board of Trade— 
action similar to that with which the 
Home Office administered the Acts for 
the protection of workers in workshops 
and mines. He was positive that with 
proper administration thousands of acci- 
dents would be avoided. The factories 
and workshops of railway companies 
were subject to the supervision of the 
Home Office inspectors In these work- 
shops and factories there were 81,440 
employed—5,000, in round figures, more 
than were employed in the four grades 
he had mentioned. While 101 were 
killed in the four grades, only eighteen 
were killed in the factories and work- 
shops of the great railways. In the 
same factories and workshops there were 
forty-three injured, while 2,095 were 
injured in the four grades embracing 
what were called “ railway men.” Why 


| was it that the railway companies should 


object to have their shunting yards in- 
spected any more than their workshops 
and factories? He had always urged 
that the Board of Trade should exercise 
their powers. It was not enovgh simply 
to inquire into the cause of an accident 
after a man had lost his leg or his head. 
They should see that the orders and in- 
structions issued for the protection and 
safety of life and limb were properly 
fulfilled. He knew the hon. Gentleman 
would say that it was quite unnecessary 
to have this kind of inspection, and that 
the railway companies were svfficiently 
interested in the safety of their men. 
He did not charge the railway companies 
with veing more inhuman than any other 
employers, but did this differentia] treat- 
ment not signify that railway directors 
were the only people who had any regard 
for their workmen, and that the State 
must not interfere and say that they 
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had to take proper precautions to pro- 
tect the lives of their workmen ? 


In 1902 the Department issued a series 


of rules to railway companies to which | 


the men attached very great importance, 
and they would be very much appreci- 
ated if properly carried out. But they 
had been simply lying as it were on the 
the table of the President of the Board 
of Trade and in the offices of the railway 
companies. No one seemed to trouble 
rbout them. For instance, one of the 
rules said— 

« After the expiration of twelve months from 
the coming into operation of these rules, the 
movement of vehicles by means of a prop or 
pole, being the operation commonly known as 
‘propping’ shall not take place, except in 
cases Where no other reasonably practical means 
can be provided for dealing with the traffic.” 

There was another section of the rules 
dealing with tow-roping in the same way. 
Immediately these rules were issued to 
railway companies he sent half a dozen 
or more lists of sidings and other places 
on different railways where tow-roping 
or “ propping ” must not take place, un- 
less wuthorised by the general managers. 
Whatdid the general managers do? They 
uuthorised every siding on the railway, 
and in the case of one company a siding 
where tow-roping and propping had 
been abandoned for six years was in- 
cluded as one of the authorised places. 
He supposed that what the railway 
companies had done was satisfactory to 
the Board of Trade. Another order 
was in the following terms— 

“All engines and tenders must, within two 
years from the coming into operation of these 
rules, be fitted with sufficient power brakes, in 
addition to hand brakes.” 

What did the Board know as to whether 
the rule had been carried out? He pre- 
sumed that the Secretary of the Board 
of Trade could not tell him whether or 
not the whole of the locomotives on the 
railways of this country were provided 
with power brakes in accordance with 
this particular section. The hon. Gentle- 
man had been good enough to promise 
hima Return with regard to this matter. 
He would not go into the whole of the 
rules, but he would point out that they 
required that certain specific things should 
be done within two years, twelve months, 
or three years. What he desired to 
know from the hon. Gentleman was how 
he was to satisfy himself that these rules 
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| had been complied with, if he had no one 


to go and see that they were carried out. 
Section 10 of the rules said— 

“In any case where it is shown to the Board 
of Trade that for any sufficient cause the time 
within which any of the above rules or regula- 
tions have to be carried into effect should be 
extended, the Board of Trade may from time to 
time grant such extension upon such terms and 
conditions as they may think fit.” “% 


That meant that the railwav com- 
panies who were unable to comply with 
these rules should apply to the Board of 
Trade for an extension of time. He felt 
satisfied that many of the trunk lines 
could not fulfil the obligations placed wpon 
them in the time allowed by these rules, 
even if they were pretty activeabout them. 
The great trunk lines could hardly find it 
possible to put power brakes on all their 
locomotives within two vears. He re- 
cently asked the hon. Gentleman how 
many companies had made application 
for an extension of time with reference 
to these rules. The hon. Gentleman, 


| replying to his Question, said— 


“It is not possible to state in detai! what has 
been the action of railway companies in 
carrying out the statutory rules. The Board 
are ready to make inquiry into cases where it 
is alleged that the are not observed. 
Three companies have applied for extension 
under Rule 10—the Metropolitan District, and 
Dublin, Wicklow and Wexford in respect to 
Rule 5, and the Brecon and Merthyr in respect 
to Rule 3.” 


rules 


He had an idea that the reason of the 
Metropolitan District Railway Company 
was that they were introducing electricity 
in place of steam. He did not know 
whether the same reason applied to the 
Dublin and Wicklow Railway and the 
Brecon and Merthyr Railway. He was 
not going to quibble as to whether the 
reasons given were satisfactory or not. 
What he wanted to know was whether 
the Board of Trade were satisfied that all 
the other railway companies had ecom- 
plied with the whole of the sections in 
these rules, and if not why had time been 
allowed to slip by without their applying 
in terms of Section 10 for anextension of 
time ? It appeared to him that there was 
nothing more transparent than the fact 
that these rules had practically all the 
force of an Act of Parliament. What 
did the hon. Gentleman and his Depart- 
ment propose to do in order that the in- 
structions might be observed in a more 

R 
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satisfactory way than they seemed to 
have been of late ? 


In conclusion, he desired to say 
that it did seem to him that the 
Department was not as active as it ought 
to be. It did seem strange that if 
a complaint were lodged with the Home 
Office. a verv few weeks, and in some 
instances, a few days, sufficed to have 
the whole job done, and the grievance 
removed, while if they made a complaint 
to the Board of Trade it had to hang on 
in some instances for years. He made 
a complaint to the chief factory in- 
spector for one of the districts on March 
29th this year, and a_ reply 
ceived, dated April 5th, that the place had 
been inspected and that the owners of 
the siding had agreed to remove the cause 
of complairt. Nothing could have been 
more expeditious than that. He wrote 
to the Board of Trade in connection with 
a complaint as to tow-roping on 
October 13th, 1903, and on various oc- 
casions the Department had been re- 
minded of it afterwards. 
of this month the Board stated that they 
still had the matter under negotiation 
with the railway company. Now 
from October, 1903, to April, 
was, in his opinion, far too long a time 
to take to settle a matter of this kind. 
If the Board of Trade exercised their 


vas s@- 


powers and made an example in one or | 


two instances, he ventured to think 
that greater attention would be given 
to these complaints. The hon. Member 
might say that he was always ready to 
act on complaints which were forwarded 
to the Board of Trade, but the men got 
sick and tired of making complaints 


which resulted in nothing being done. | 
They said, “‘ What is the use of bothering | 
the Board of Trade; they do not do | 
anything when we do lodge complaints. | 


What we want is that these rules should 
be carried out. 
benefit of these protective laws, then 
we should have them carried out, just 
as under the Aliens Bill.” Somebody 
would have to be appointed to see that 
the rules prescribed under it were carried 
out.” This was a very important matter, 
and he could not apologise for bringing it 
forward when he knew that hundreds 
of men were killed and thousands injured 
by neglect of the rules. Whatever 
Mr. Bell. 
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1905, | 


If we are to have the) 
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| compensation the railway companies 
| might pay in money, that was no true 
| compensation to widows and children 
| for the loss or maiming for life of husband 
and father. To him, life and limb ap- 
peared to be a greater importance than 
'they were to the Board of Trade; and 

he insisted that the figures he had quoted 
'were sufficient justification for his de- 
|manding greater activity in the future 
| from the Board of Trade. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
| Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) said 
he was sure the Board of Trade had no 
reason to complain of the speeches of the 
hon. Gentlemen who had spoken on this 
subject. Both hon. Gentlemen had. 
brought forward their complaints in 
| a very moderate way, and in answering 
‘them he should endeavour to be as 
| brief as he could. There was, however, 
}one general remark made by the hon. 
Member for Northamptonshire to which 
he wished to take exception. The hon. 
Gentleman stated that the railway ad- 
/ministration of the Board of Trade 
had been much more lax since the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Croydon 
| had ceased to be President of the Board 
of Trade. He could not understand 
why the hon. Gentleman should have 
made that statement. If he had carried 
the House back to 1894 he might have 
understood him; but why should he 
select one Unionist Member rather than 
another, 


Mr. CHANNING said he had always 
paid the highest honour to the right 
hon. Gentleman ; but he had not observed 
that the Board of Trade had doneanything 
since he left it. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said that the right 
hon. Member for Croydon was no longer 
a member of the Government, and he 
very much doubted whether the hon. 
Gentleman would have mentioned his 
name if that right hon Gentleman had 
still been a member of the Government. 
Whatever the reason which animated 
the hon. Gentleman, he asserted, most 
emphatically, that there was not a 
shadow of foundation for his statement. 
What were the grounds for it? There 
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was no proof of it; and the hon. Gentle- | 


man had made the statement quite 
unnecessarily, The hon. Member for 
Derby knew well that during the present 


Parliament the Board of Trade had been | 
more successful in regard to the question | 
of accidents and hours of labour than on | 


any previous occasion. The hon. Member 
for Northamptonshire confined himself 
to the question of couplings, and blamed 
the Board of Trade for not having done 
anything tointroduceautomatic couplings, 
and in confirmation of that statement 
he gave the House a tomparison of what 
had happened on American railways. 
But that comparison was absolutely 
useless in regard to British and American 
railways. 


Mr. CHANNING said he had com- 
pared the figures of accidents in 1893 
with the figures in 1897 on the American 
railways. He had made no comparison 
between the number of accidents, and 
the number of men emploved in America 
and in the United Kingdom. 


Mr. BONAR LAW saia he did not 
see why the hon. Gentleman should 
have referred to the American railways 
unless he wished to imply that the same 
should have happened in America as 
in the United Kingdom. He held that 
the comparison was perfectly useless, 
because in America the coupling was 
done with a pole outside the waggons, 
and in this country it was done inside 
the waggons, 


*Mr. BELL said that the pole intro- 
duced a new element of danger. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said that he was 


going to give a comparison between the 
number of accidents resulting from 


coupling in this country and in the 
United States. It would be unfair 
to the American system to suppose, 
however, that that comparison repre- 
sented truly the two systems. The 
figures referred to the whole of America, 
including the West, where a large number 
of unskilled men were employed. If 
the comparison were made with the 
railwavs in the Eastern States, it would 
probably show results very mvch similar 
to those in this country. Last vear 
the number of fatal accidents due to 


{18 Aprin 1905! 


Revenue Depts, Estimates), 490 


coupling in America was 278. Now, 
in the schedule of the United States 
were included accidents which were 
not called coupling accidents in this 
country. But the number of fatali- 
ties due to shunting operations in 
this country in 1904 was only seventy- 
four. If it were taken into account 
that in America there were twice as 
many men employed in these operations 
as in this country, and the other con- 
siderations were allowed for, it meant 
that for every man killed in the United 
Kingdom two men were killed in the 
United States. He hoped that the 
House would not think that the Board 
of Trade imagined that our system was 
as good or better than any other. Noth- 
ing of the kind. The aim of the Board of 
Trade was to reduce the number of acci- 
dents from coupling to as low a minimum 
as possible. The hon. Member knew 
that no automatic system of coupling 
had been invented which the Board of 
Trade could impose on the railway 
companies. Their chief inspector had 
given it as his opinion that from the 
point of view of the safety of the work- 
men our system was safer than the 
American. In that case all the Board 
of Trade could do was to encourage in- 
vention as far as they could. And that 
was what they were doing. He believed 
that the railway companies themselves 
were inviting a suitable invention 
which would be an advantage to the 
workmen and a great saving of expense 
to them. 


The next point was the question 
as to the number of hours which the 
railway men worked. The hon. Member 
said that the Board of Trade did 
not take action except in cases of 
complaint. It was quite true that the 
Act of 1893 stated that that was to be 
their chief motive power, but they had 
taken action on other grounds. In 
dealing with long hours, it was a fact 
that the railway companies did allow 
for the time actually spent by the men 
in going to and from their homes to 
work and paid them for that time. 


*Mr. BELL said that the instances 
he gave were of men working for twelve 
hours before starting for their homes. 


R 2 
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Mr. BONAR LAW said that it was | 


the duty of the hon. Gentleman when- 


ever he heard of such a thing to inform | 
the Board of Trade of it; and he could | 


assure him that the moment they did 
hear of it the Board of Trade would take 
all steps within their power to examine 
into the matter. The hon. Member 
for Derby had said that the men were 
very much afraid to make complaints, 
but he could assure the hon. Member 
that whenever a complaint was made 
the Board of Trade inspectors made 
inquiry over a very large area so as to 
hide the facts from the railway company. 
As to the question of long hours he would 
point out that it was one upon which 
railway men were by no means united. 
They wanted shorter hours only if thev 
could get the same pay, but if the change 
meant a smaller amount of wages at the 
end of the week they did not want the 
shorter hours. That was the difficulty 
they had to deal with. 


*Mr. BELL did not understand what 
the hon. Gentleman meant by that, and 
called his attention to a very important 
conference which was held at Leeds, at 
which he was present, where 276 drivers 
and firemen emphatically declared in 
favour of an eight hours day and their 
intention to have it. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said he was cer- 
tain that the hon. Gentleman would 
sot contradict him when he said that 
there was a considerable minority who 
liked these long hours. He could give 
a very curious instance of that kind. 
The Board of Trade had noticed in the 
Returns a case of long hours worked by 
an engine-driver and they called for an 
explanation. It appeared that the en- 
gine-driver had asked another driver 
who wanted to go to a football match 
as a 
that job. 


Although the Board of Trade 


blamed the railway company, it there- | 


fore turned out that it was the ection 
of the men themselves which brought 
about the circumstance of which com- 
plaint was made. 


*Mr. BELL: It should be stopped. 


"} Mr. 
have said, we are doing our very best to 
put a stop to it. 
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Continuing, the hon. Gentleman said 
that the next question he had 
to deal with was that which re- 
lated to accidents. He could on that 
point only repeat what he had already 
said. There could be no doubt that 
this country compared favourably with 
respect to accidents with any country 
in the world, but still accidents were far 
too numerous, and it was the intention 
of the Board of Trade to use to the full- 
est extent the powers conierred upon 
them to try to reduce the number as far 
as they could, but the whole number 
could not be stopped by any legislation 
or any administrative act on their part. 
He had had prepared an analysis of the 
total number of accidents which were 
reported on last year by their own in- 
spectors and with which the railways 
had nothing — to Board 
of Trade inspectors 717) in- 
quiries and they reported that in so 
fewer than 483 cases the accidents were 
directly attributable to the carelessness 
of the men who suffered injury or the 
workmen who were working beside them, 
and were not due in any sense to the 
want of proper regulation on the part 
of the railway companies or want of 
proper inspection by the Board of Trade. 
As to the remainder of the accidents 
their inspectors reported that 166 were 
due to accidents which could not have 
been prevented. They were, it was said, 
accidents pure and simple which no- 
body could have prevented, and the Com- 
mittee would be surprised to learn that 
out of this total of 717 only sixty-eight 
| were put down by the inspectors as be- 
ing of the kind which could have been 
prevented by adminisrative action. 

But still sixtv-eight was a great number, 
jand it was the intention and the duts 
of the Board of Trade to do what they 
could to prevent such a number occur- 


ring. 


do. The 


mace 


The last grievance brought forward 
by the hon. Member was a very old 
one, and it had reference to inspection. 
The hon. Member wanted the Board of 
Trade to adopt in regard to the railways 
all over the hingdom a system exactly 
similar to that which was pursued under 
the Factory and Workshop Acts. He 
could only tell the hon. Member what 
‘had been said over and over agin 
| by those who had held his office, that the 
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Board of Trade had carefully considered 
the subject and would not as at present 
edvised agree to that change. They 
thought it unnecessary, and that it would 
lead to a great deal of expense without 
any adequate return. It would create 


an army of inspectors who could do | 


no useful work. On this point he wished 
to correct a misapprehension which he 
had noticed to exist in previous debates. 
Hon. Members seemed to think that 
their inspectors never took action unless 
they got complaints, but that was not 
the case. They were at all times going 
about the railways all over the country, 
aid whenever they had ground for 
suspicion that the conditions were not 
satisfactory and that the Board of Trade 
rules were hot being carried out, they in- 
formed the Department and a demand 
wes made upon the railway companies 
to carry out the regulations. In their 
opiuion that was all that it was necessary 
for them to do. He was surprised to 
find the hon. Member for Derby making 
a Comparison which he must know was 
misleading. The hon. Member com- 
pared the number of accidents in fac- 
tories and workshops with the number 
of accidents upon railways where there 
were moving trains. Everyone knew 
that the men who were in factories and 
workshops worked with — stationary 
engines, or about the yards where there 
were ho moving engines, and that it was 
the movement of the engines which 
caused the greater number of accidents 
upon railways. The hon. Member said 
that if they had the same inspection of 
moving trains as they had in factories 
wud workshops, the result as to accidents 
would be the same in both cases. The 
comparison was, however, unfair. 


*Mr. BELL was sure the hon. Gentle- 
man did not want to misrepresent what 
he said. His point was this, that not- 
withstanding the low number of acci- 
dents in workshops and factories they 
were inspected, and that notwithstanding 
the large number of accidents on railways 
they were not. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said in that ease 


he did not rightly understand the hon. | 


Gentleman, but his speech gave one the 


impression that his contention was that | 


the accidents would be reduced to the 
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same percentage if the same system was 
adopted on railways, prevailed in fac- 
tories and workshops. It would mean 
an enormous expense to have inspectors 
going all over the kingdom and watching 
continuously the working of the rail- 
ways and the workers engaged on them. 
The hon. Member seemed to be 
under the impression that the Govern- 
ment had allowed the rules which had 
been drawn up to become a dead letter. 
He was utterly mistaken. A large num- 
ber of inspectors had been sent to exa- 
mine into the questions raised, and they 
had made recommendations which in 
nearly every case the railway company 
had adopted. He thought when the 
Return which was expected was produced 
the hon. Member would recognise that 
there was a distinct improvement in the 
hours of railway servants. He would 
do his best to get the Return out as soon 
as possible. 


*Mr. BELL said he wished the hon. 
Gentleman to reply to the Question as to 
the rules issued and the application of 
the railways for an extension of time. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said that steps 
were being taken for the carrying out 
of the rules, but it would probably take a 
little time before they could fully satisiy 
themselves that they were being carried 
out. He believed, however, that the 
railway companies recognised that they 
had got to be carried out and would 
assist the Board in seeing them brought 
into effect. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) ex- 
pressed disappointment at the declaration 
which the hon. Gentleman had made with 
regard to automatic couplings. The hon. 
Member had stated that the inspectorshad 
not been able to find an automatic coup- 
ling suitable to the railways of this country. 
There were, however, 550 patents regis- 
tered inthe Patent Office of this country 
for automatic couplings, and he believed 
there were 1,000 similar specifications 
registered in the American Patent Office, 
and he did not believe that the inspectors 
had examined all these. He thought it 
had been proved that the reduced 
number of accidents in the United States 
largely arose from the use of automatic 
couplings. Some years ago 60 or 70 per 
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cent. of the carriages on American rail- 
ways were fitted with these brakes, 
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| have the reasons which led this gentleman 
| to arrive at that opinion, 


and he believed if the system were intro- | 


duced in this country the saving of life | 
The Canadian | 


would be equally great. 
lines were also adopting the same system. 
He hoped the hon. Gentleman would 
give them an assurance that he did not 
propose that the same cold-water treat- 
ment should be applied to this question 
for ever. 
in this question, not from any personal 
view, but because they were anxious 
to see a diminution in the loss of lite 
on railways. Anybody who lived in a 
district where there were many railway 
employees was bound to see scenes 
which would make him do anything in 
his power to reduce the suffering which he 
witnessed, The deaths were so sudden, 
A man left his home full of health and 
life in the morning, and he was brought 
back dead by his friends in the evening, 
and his wife and family lost his support. 
Statements made by the manager of 
the Grand Trunk line of Canada and 
others, clearly proved that automatic 
couplings attached to the trains in this 


country would not only tend to very | 


largely diminish the number of accidents, 
but also to facilitate the carriage of goods 
from one part to another. He trusted 
the hon. Gentleman would not allow 
the impression he had given that 
he was going to relax his exertions, 
to remain in the House. but that, on 
the contrary, he intended to bring the 
power he possessed to bear upon the 
railway companies. 


Mr. BONAR LAW. said the hon. 
Gentleman had misunderstood him, All 
he said was that in the opinion of the 
chief inspector, from the point of view 
of saving life, none of the systems spoken 
of were better than the system now 
in use in this country, 


Mr. SHACKLETON (nhancashire, 
Clitheroe) said he did not know what 
evidence there was for such an opinion 
as that expressed by the chief inspector. 
In America he had had an opportunity 
of seeing these automatic couplings at 


work, and they seemed very satisfactory. 

He thought they should have something 

more than the opinion; 
Mr. Schwann. 


they should 


Many of them were interested | 


Str CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew, 
|W.) said the question of automatic coup- 
| lings was not a novel one, and he was not 
surprised at what the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade had said. It was sug- 
gested that the Board of Trade should 
insist upon automatic couplings being 
fixed on all railways. All that they 
wanted was to see a reduction in the 
number of fatal and non-fatal accidents, 
but he hoped the House would bear in 
mind, when it was suggested that the 
| introduction of automatic couplings into 
this country would enormously reduce 
the number of accidents, that in the first 
place there was a very great doubt as 
to whether the railway system of this 
country was much suited for it, and 
that, secondly, wherever automatic coup- 
lings {existed certain accidents were 
caused in consequence of the 
of them, one result of which 
been that automatic uncoupling 
place. It was that which gave 
rise to the state things which 
existed in America, So far as the hours 
ot labour were concerned, many of them 
who were directors of railway companies 
hoped that the Board of Trade would 
not forget that it was impossible to 
establish an absolutely uniform system 
of working hours for those engaged 
on the railway systems of this country. 
In the first place thev had to study 
the convenience of those employed, who 
were sometimes working at a distance 
from the place to which thev had to 
return. In the previous vear when 
the hon. Member for Derby was speaking 
upon this matter the figures given by 
him were so striking that he (Sir Charles 
Renshaw) caused inquiries to be made 
with regard to the company in which 
he was interested. He then found that 
in many cases the men desired not to 
be booked off far away from home, but 
that they should be allowed to con- 


use 


had 
took 


oO; 


tinue their work in the direction in 
which their home lay. He _ hoped 
when the hon. Gentleman shortened 


the hours he would do it in such a way 
as not to endanger the best interests 
of the men. 
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Mr. MARKHAM 
Mansfield) expressed the opinion that the 
majority of accidents did not arise out of 
coupling or uncoupling the waggons, but 
were caused by the bad system in vogue 
at many of the companies’ sidings, where 
large numbers of waggons were dealt with 
at night time. There were many cases 
of this kind where the men had no lights 
at all except the flares lit by the 
men themselves. It must be perfectly 
obvious that unless men had a good light 
to do their work by there were bound to 
be accidents. Another fruitful cause of 
accident, in his opinion, was the fact 
that the rods and levers for moving the 
points were not placed below the level 
of the line, and that when the men were 
running along the line beside a train of 
moving waggons for the purposes of un- 
coupling them they tripped over the rods 
and in that way many accidents were 
caused. He believed the coupling at 
present in use was just as efficient as the 
American coupling, for the reason that no 
train in America could be made up with- 
out the man going between the wagzons. 
He had to go between every waggon to 
couple up, whereas in England, if the 
coupling pole were used, no man need go 
between the waggons at all. The fault 
was that many companies did not at 
these sidings make the use of the pole 
compulsory. He believed it was not 
so much automatie couplings to which 
they should look for safety in this matter. 
The statement of the Board of Trade, 
made on the authority of one gentleman, 
could not be accepted. The question 
must be gone into fully, and if it was 
shown that automatic couplings were 
safer it would be the duty of Parliament 
to enforce their use. 


Another cause of loss of life was 
the omission to have brakes on both 
sides of waggons. He believed more 


lives were lost through men having 
to crawl under waggons to release 


brakes than through the coupling or 
uncoupling of wagyons. Six or eight 
years ago the Great Central Company put 
brakes on both sides of some of their 
waggons, but when he submitted specifi- 
cations to other companies for the pur- 
pose of putting brakes on both sides of 
his own waggons the reply he received was 
that they did not allow them. There 
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was one other point the Board of Trade 
should not lose sight of. During the 
last eighteen months there had been a 
far-reaching change in the large type 
of waggon in this country. If those 
large waggons were to be generally intro- 
duced it would be impossible to continue 
the use of the ordinary link-coupling. 
With these large waggons the couplings 
were so heavy that a man could not lift 
them, and it would be absolutely necessary 
to hive some form of automatic coup- 
ling. He was not prepared to say how 
it should be done, but he could assure 
the Board of Trade that the matter of 
shunting and the attendant loss of life 
wis no Party question, and that both 
were anxious that it should be 
dealt with. If he might add one word, 
he would urge the Board of Trade to 
put pressure on the companies with re- 
gard to the question of flagging. When 
a platelaver was killed through lack of 
proper flagging it was nothing short of 
criinal on the part of the railway com- 
pany, and he hoped the Department 


would give the matter their attention. 
ny 


sides 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
sud there were two matters mentioned 
in the speech of the Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade in regard to 
which a little practical sympathy would 
be very acceptable, viz., the appointment 
of inspectors and automatic couplings. It 
was true that a railway was not a work- 
shop ora factory, but neither was a mine, 
but the inspection of railways was quite 
feasible as the inspection of mines 
and would, he believed, be productive 
of as much good. He hoped, therefore, 
the Parliamentary Secretary would keep 
an open mind on the subject, as the ex- 
periment was certainly worth trying 
with a view to seeing whether the painful 
toll of life paid by railway men could 
not be materially lessened. As to auto- 
matic couplings, he did not quite gather 
what was the point of the objection. 
It was said there was at present no au- 
tomatic coupling the adoption of which 
the Board of Trade could make com- 
pulsory. Why not? Were the Board 
waiting for a perfect coupling? If so, 

But 


they were not likely to find it. 
there were many automatic couplings 


as 


now on the market which were admittedly 
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workable, and the adoption of which | 
would probably lessen the number of 
accidents. It was only by the working 
of any invention that its defects could 
he discovered and remedied, and while 
it might be the case that there was no 
particular coupling which the Depart- 
ment could make compulsory, the time 
had surely come, when, after the ex- 
perience of America, the use of some 
kind of automatic coupling should be 
enforced. 


The hon. Member for West Rentfrew- 
shire had referred to the difficulty of 
Javing down a_ hard-and-fast 
of hours under which the men would 
be able to return home in the evening. 
The fact that a man was required 
to be on duty for twelve hours on 
one day was no argument why his work- 
ing week should not be brought within 


system 


reasonable limits. If a man worked 
twelve hours one day and_ six the 
next that would, to a large extent, 


probably meet the grievance. 


Another} matter he desired to refer to 
was the appointment of the Committee 
dealing with workmen’s trains. The 
nominations for that Committee were 
before the House, but he had opposed the 
Motion’s going through, not because he 
cbjected to the Committee, but because 
he desired that there should be a repre- 
sentative of the Labour interest upon it. 
Tt was a workmen’s question, and surely 
in such a matter the Committee should 
include a workmen’s representative. He | 
hoped the Board of Trade were really 
desirous that something should be done 
in this matter, but certainly their action 
in regard to this Committee was not very 
encoureging. Last the Com- 
mittee not 
Whitsuntide, and only eleven meetings 
were held, and this year, although the 
Motion was down earlier, the Depart- 


session 
was 


reasonable claim—a claim all the more 
reasonable since one member who served 
last vear was quite prepared to with- 
draw in order to make room for a Labour 
nominee. While he had no desire to 
delay the appointment of the Committee, 
he would refuse to withdraw his opposi- 
tion the 
he asked was made. 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 


unless concession for which 
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appointed until after | 


| should 


found themselves to-day ? 
_they noticed with some astonishment 
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In 1893 or 1894 the late Mr. Mundella 
introduced a Bill in connection with the 
hours of labour of railway men, and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University moved an 
Amendment specifying that anything 


}over eight hours a day in certain de- 


partments of work and ten in others 
should be reekoned over-time. It 
was extremely desirable that the Board 
of Trade should now reintroduce some 
proviso of that kind. He could assure 
the hon. Gentleman that if his Depart- 
ment would face the hours difficulty in 
some such practical way as that the 


Fractious 


as 


f 


proposal would be received in no f 
spirit by the Labour Members, but with 
a desire to secure its passage into lay 
without delay. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport) drew atten- 
tion to what he thought might be 
described as a crisis in London eduea- 
tion. There had to-day been presented 
to’ the London County Couneil in 
reference to the condition of the non- 
provided schools an important report, 
the volume of which might be judged 
from the fact that the agenda for to- 
day’s meeting consisted of 384 pages. 
The actionof the London County Couneil 
in loyally assisting the Government to 
carry out their education scheme in 
London had been criticised and objected 
to by many members of the Opposition, 


| but he reminded the hon. Baronet of the 


fact, as a plea for special consideration, 
of the circumstances which had trans- 
pired since the duty was undertaken. 
The County Council were recommended 


_to postpone the “appointed day,” and 


to follow the example of another part 
of the Kingdom in putting every impedi- 
ment in the way of the operation of an 
Act which they regarded as objectionable. 
They took the line that it was their 
duty in view of the need of education 


|in London with regard to the children to 
ment refused to grant this perfectly | 


sacrifice their principles for the moment 
in order that the children of London 
not suffer. Consequently they 
promptly put the Act into operation 
and they had done all that could be 
done to give effect to that measure. 
What was the position in which they 
First of all 
that identified 


the. organs generally 
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with the Government and its policy | unsuitable for the purposes of elementary 
were Taising the cry of the rising rates | 
and declaring that the London County | 
Council was ruining London in conse- | 


quence of increased rates. 
fivures showed that the increase in the 
rates of the London County Council 
was modest as compared with the increase 


The actual | 


_to the drains of the schools. 


in the rates of those borough councils in | 
the Metropolis which were the creation | 


of the Government. He did not, how- 


ever, propose to deal with that question, | 


because they knew this increase was 
owing to all sorts of duties and responsi- 
bilities which had been placed upon 
them by the Government while it had 
nothing to relieve the burden of 
tlie London ratepayers. Some time ago 
Lord Goschen drew attention to this 
constantly increasing responsibility, and 
he told the House that something must 
be done to assist London to meet these 
increasing burdens. The House would 
probably remember the Van and Wheel 
Tax, but that was defeated, and the 
only thing the Government had done 
was to place fresh duties upon the 
London County Council without finding 
ways and means to pay for them. 


done 


He wished tocall attention tothe serious- 
ness of this report in regard to the non- 
provided schools. This report had 
staggered London, and the electors of 
the Metropolis had no idea that the non- 
provided schools were in the distressed 
condition which this report revealed. 
In the survey which he would give to 
the House the London County Council 
had secured the services of those officers 
who in the past had been associated 
with the London School Board, and 
they had employed an architect of great 
experience. That architect, having sur- 
veyed the 4538 non-provided schools, 
was only able to report satisfactorily 
with regard to sixty-four of those schools. 
Twenty-five per cent. of those schools, 
hie considered, were altogether unsuitable, 
and he said it had been found impossible 
to make suggestions for improving them 
so as to meet the Council’s requirements. 
They were also told that ninety-two 
of those schools must be closed at once, 


and twenty-six departments of other | 


schools were unsuitable and should not 
be allowed to continue in use. The 
total number of departments which, 
in the opinion of their officers, were 


| of the schools were unsatisfactory. 


education, was 229. He did not propose 
to trouble the House with the details 
of this report, but perhaps he would be 
allowed to take one item which he was 
quite sure would appeal to the sympathy 
of the House of Commons. He referred 
They had 
been talking a great deal about the 
physical deterioration of the children, 
and some hon. Members were deeply 
concerned that something should be 
done to assist the children of this country 
on the physical side. All this work 
would count for very little if the drains 
This 
report told them that 78 per cent. otf 
the school drains had been tested quite 
outside the County Council officers, and 
had been declared to be unsatisfactory. 
No wonder they had physical deteriora- 
tion of the children. What did this 
mean? This Education Act was dumped 
down at the doorstep of the London 
County Council, because they never 
asked for those duties, but they carried 
them out and had done the best they 
could with the measure. This report 
showed clearly that if those children 
were to be protected with regard to their 
bodies and minds, they would have 
to find 70,000 new school places for the 
children of London. That was a_for- 
midable total, and it meant an additional 


expenditure of £224,000 a year. But 
that was not the whole of the story. 

Mr. DEPUTY -SPEAKER: These 
are matters which come under the 
administration of the London County 
Council, and to be in order the hon. 
Member must connect them with the 


Civil Service Estimates which are now 
before the House. 


Mr. BENN said if he had trans- 
gressed he was sure he would have 
the indulgence of the House. The 


line he was taking was that they were 
entitled to discuss anything under the 
Estimates for the Education Department 
with regard to the administration of that 
Department, and he submitted that in 
placing this matter before the Secretary 
to the Board of Education he might 
perhaps be in order. He wished to 
explain that he was speaking as a repre- 
sentative of the London County Council, 
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and he was asking the advice and the 
assistance of the Secretary to the Board 
of Education. He wanted to know what 
they were to do. They were carrying 
out the Act under his care and super- 
vision, and this was a most urgent matter. 
This state of things had arisen owing to 
the negligence of the Department which 
was so ably represented by the hon. 
Gentleman opposite. What had the 
Education Department been doing all 
these years! It seemed to him that 
being in possession of all the information 
in regard to the condition of these schools 
in London he ought to certainly have 
known that this measure would throw a 
heavy burden upon the already over- 
burdened ratepayers of London. The 
London County Council had innocently 
taken this work up, and now they found 
themselves face to face with a crisis of 
very great magnitude. 


He proposed to conclude by drawing 
attention to the summary of this most 
important report. It said— 

“Further, it appears that the total cost to 
the Council of the transfer to it of the duty of 
providing for the elementary education of 
children now accommodated in non-provided 
schools will amount to £523,000 a year.” 


That was £500,000 a vear on the backs 
of the ratepayers of London. He claimed 
that the London County Council took up 
this work with every desire to administer 
the Act in a law-abiding spirit, and he 
thought it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment to come to the help of London in 
this matter. This cry of rising rates 
had been taken up by those who were 
friendly to the Progressive policy of the 
London County Council. He should 
like to have seen some of the hon. Mem- 
bers who professed to represent London 
in their places. Outside they cried out 
about the rise in the rates, but they did not 
seem to care about being in their places 
to protect the ratepayers. He regarded 
this as one of the most important matters 
which had occurred in the history of 
London, and unless the Government 
came to the assistance of the ratepayers 
of London it would be making but a 
poor return to the representatives of the 
London County Council who had done 
their best to carry out the wishes of the 
Government in regard to education. 

Mr, Benn. 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 
hoped they were strictly in order in very 
briefly calling the attention of the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board 
of Education to this very grave crisis. 
Their point was that this was a 
branch of work in regard to education 
for which the London County Council 
was not responsible. They desired to 
bring a charge against the Education 
Department and they wished to know 
what that Department had got to say in 
view of the very serious state of matters 
which had now been brought to light. 
He thought this report, containing 3x! 
pages, was without parallel in municipal! 
history, and it showed a most grave and 
serious state of things, and he thought 
they were entitled to ask what the Govern- 
ment were going to do. If the Govern- 
ment did not do something the whole 
burden would be flung on London without 
the ratepayers getting any assistance 
whatever in respect of the schools over 
which the ratepayers had no control. 
In every one of those schools the rate- 
payers had only two representatives out 
of six managers, and they vere in a 
minority, and consequently they were 
without any right of control and could 
not guard against a recurrence of these 
evils. And yet the people of London had 
to find the money. The Secretary to the 
Board of Education was not entirely 
ignorant of the evils of which they had to 
complain. He felt sure that the fullest 
information about what had been going 
on had been brought to the notice of the 
Board of Education by its inspectors. 
He thought they ought to have a full 
statement with regard to the position of 
the Government in this matter. The 
ratepayers of London were threatened 
with an extra 4d. in the £, because they 
had been deceived in regard to the 
position of the schools which the Govern- 
ment insisted in throwing on their backs 
without giving control over them. 
Would the Board of Education not have 
something to say about the grave matter 
which had been brought to light? He 
thought his hon. friend was well entitled 
to ask the Question he had put to the 
Board of Education, and he hoped some 
Answer would be given which would show 
that the emergency was not so grave as 
it appeared to be at the present moment. 
They sometimes heard criticism with 
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regard to expenditure on the part of | hands. He had only seen what had 
appeared in the Press. When, therefore, 


municipalities, the raising of rates, and 
the difficulty of borrowing money. 
was no use for the Government and their 
supporters to harp on questions like 
these when they themselves were impos- 
ing new duties and placing fresh burdens 
on the backs of the ratepayers. He 
hoped some information would be given 
with regard to this matter of the schools 
on behalf of the Government. 


*~ToHe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY vo tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir WILLIAM Anson, Oxford University) 
said he understood Mr. Deputy-Speaker 
had ruled that this was more or less a 
matter of London County Council admin- 
istration, and he would endeavour, there- 
fore, to confine what he had to say to 
the subject properly under discussion. 


Me. LOUGH, cn a point of order, 
wished to know whether it was not 
competent to ask for full information, 
seelng that the non-provided schools, to 
which the discussion had been entirely 
confined, were under the Board of 
Education, and only to a slight extent 
under the ratepayers. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE £ (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) submitted, as a point of order. 
that the ultimate power rested with the 
Board of Education; they were not 
discussing the action of the local 
education authorities, but the action of 
the Board of Education in reference to 
them. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: It is 
verfectly clear that the action of the 
education authorities, their reports and 
so forth, cannot be considered ; the only 
thing the House has now to consider is 
the action of the Government Depart- 
ment. The hon. Member proposes to 
contine his remarks to the action of the 
Government Department, and therefore 
he is in order. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON thought he 
might appeal to the House on the 
grounds that he had had no notice until 
a few minutes ago that this question was 
to be raised, and that this report was 


It | 


| opinion 


only now in the hands of the London | 
County Council, and had not been in his: should be prepared to deal if he were 


the hon. Member asked that the advice 
of the Board on this matter should be 
given immediately, he thought the 
request was more than he could reason- 
ably be expected to comply with. He 
fully recognised the public spirit with 
which the London County Council had 
taken up the administration of education 


| under the Education Act; but he could 


not possibly be expected to offer an 
on matters of the gravest 
municipal concern on the spur of the 
moment, and without having had before 
him the report in question. He under- 
stood that the report of the education 
committee of the London County 
Council had been very largely condem- 
natory of the voluntary schools. That, no 
doubt, did raise serious questions for the 
London County Council asa matter of ad- 
ministration and as a matter of municipal 
expenditure. It was alleged that this 
would not have arisen if the Board of 
Education had in the past been more 
stringent in its requirements as regarded 
the condition of these schools, and that 
might be so. He could only speak within 
his own knowledge, and for his own 
action in the matter. But he must 
point out to the hon. Member that places 
would have to be provided at some time 
or other for these children, and that if 
the schools had been condemned in the 
past the ratepayer would have had to 
provide for them in the past. He did 
not for a moment say that there might not 
be some argument in favour of their 
having been condemned in the past ; but 
that it was the duty, whether of the 
London School Board or of the London 
County Council, to find places for the 
children for whom no other school accom- 
modation was provided was, he thought, 
incontestable, and would have fallen on 


the London ratepayers whether the 
Education Act had or had not been 
passed 


It was hinted that the Board of Edu- 
cation had unduly interfered between 
the local authority and the managers in 
respect of the demands made by local 
education authorities for repairs, altera- 
tions, and improvements of the schools. 
That was a question with which he 
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given fair notice of the nature of the 


charge made against the Board, and of | 


the particular schools in whose case the 
Board was believed to have departed 


from its duty; but it was not fair to ask | 


him to meet a general charge of that sort 
with no nctice and without the informa- 
tion which he ought reasonably to be 
given. The hon. Member for Islington 
had said that an enormous charge was 
thrown on the London County Council 


without any possibility of guarding 
against its recurrence. He thought, 
in the first place, that the Lon- 


don County Council would probably 
inquire very carefully into the particular 
conditions of the schools. He had no 
desire 10 criticise the report, which he 
had not had an opportunity of seeing ; 
but he had seen it stated, not by persons 
specially interested in the voluntary 
schools, that the drainage tests applied 
were unduly exacting, and that the 
failure of a drain to meet the require- 
ments of the particular test applied did 
not absolutely prove that the building 
was jnsanitary. ‘That, however, he merely 
threw out as a suggestion as to the 
possible lightening of the burden which 
might—which must fall on the London 
County Council, who would go fully 
and carefully into the condition of 
these schools and ascertain how much 
was to be done immediately and what 
might properly be postponed. As to the 
impossibility of guarding against the 
recurrence of these evils, he should say 
that that was a chimerical danger. 
These buildings, when they were re- 
quired to be put by the London 
County Council into good condition 
—those of them which survived the 
ordeal of the report, would have to 
be maintained in good condition if they 
were (0 obtain the advantages which the 
Act afforded to all schools which com- 
plied with the reasonable demands of the 
local education authority. It rested, 
therefore, with the London County Coun- 
cil, having got them into an improved 
condition, to see that they were kept in 
good condition, and if they were not so 
kept to insist that they should be. The 


question of reasonableness might from 
{ime to time be a matter of dispute 
between the managers and the local 
education authority, and the somewhat 
invidious duty might be thrown on the 


Sir Willium Anson. 
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| Board of Education of determining 
whether the requirements were reasonable 
or not. All he could say was that when 
the matter came before him he would 
endeayour to come to a conclusion as 
judicially as his imperfect capacities 
enabled him, and he hoped that in such 
cases as might come before him in the 
future he should preserve to the utmost 
that judicial character. But if he were 
asked, in what had been called a crisis in 
the history of London's education, to give 
advice, he must again remind hon. Mem- 
bers that the County Council had not as 
yet had time to consider a report which 
primarily concerned them. Beyond this 
he could only assure the House that so 
far as the Board could do so it would 
secure that schools, whether provided or 
non-provided, were kept in a proper condi- 
tion throughout the whole area of London. 


Mr. LLOYD- GEORGE said he was 
not aware that this discussion was 
coming on, and he had no opportunity, 
therefore, of giving notice to the 
Secretary of the Board ot Eduea- 
tion that he desired to call attention to 
this matter. But as it had been raised 
he thought it was their duty to press it 
a little further. This was not merely 
a London matter, but one for the whole 
country, and the Secretary to the Board 
of Education was primarily responsible. 
If the Board of Education had taken 
the trouble to ascertain, they would 
have found that a similar state of things 
to that in London had been going on 
throughout the country. The respon- 
sibility for that condition was largely 
on the Board of Education. From a 
statement which had been sent out it 
would be observed that the drains in 
the non-provided schools were generally 
in a very bad condition. It went on to 
describe the condition of the schools, 
stating that there were no staircases, 
and that if there was a panic there would 
be serious disaster in the event of fire. 
The statement dealt with matters of 
that sort. Whose was the responsibility ‘ 
Up to the present, at any rate, the res- 
ponsibility had been on the Board oi 
Education. It was all very well for the 
hon. Member to remind the House that 
the result would be an enormous addition 
to the rates, and that, therefore, he could 
not press these reforms all at once, but 
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he forgot that if the Board of Education | 


had done their duty these things would} county councils need not take 


have been done gradually instead of 
coming all at once. Now the sum of 
£300,000 or £400,000 came on the rates. 
If the Board of Education had done 
their duty they would have investigated 
the condition of the drains in these 
schools, and also other sanitary matters, 
such as light and ventilation, and there 
would not have been this enormous 
addition to the burdens of London rate- 
payers cast upon them all at once. It 
was because of their neglect that this 
had happened, The Board had looked at 
one side of the problem. He remem- 
bered the debates in the House in regard 
to sites for the building of new schools, 
and the Board of Education always 
interfered in order to stop them. Their 
policy was pure dogma at the expense 
of putrid drains. This was the Board 
that was trying to enforce the law in 
Wales. 

What was the law of the land? 
It was specific and clear that they had 
no right to maintain any of these schools 
unless they were in the sanitary condi- 
tion required by the Board of Education. 
How was it that these laws had not been 
in foree? It was simply because of 
their Church friends. They were impli- 
cated in it, and they brought pressure 


to bear on the Board. The law was 
only made for Dissenters. It was not in- 
tended for High Church parsons. It was 


for rabid little Dissenters. These were 


the people who had to be trampled upon. | 


He knew it was very hard to make 
them responsible; but here the hon. 
Baronet was making the County Council 
responsible, The notion of law on the 
part of the Education Board was ex- 
traordinarv. He and his friends went 
the other day before the Marquess of 
Londonderry and pleaded that, with the 
exception of one or two schools, all of 
those condemned were insanitarv, were 
insufficiently lighted, or otherwise de- 
fective. The President of the Board of 
Education said, ‘* You must maintain 
them whether they are sanitary or not.” 
The legal argument was put before the 
Marquess of Londonderry, who knew 
just as much about law as he did about 


education; and what did his Lordship | 


do?* The moment the deputation said 


to him: “ You have got to enforce that | 
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part of the law which savs that the 
over 
those schools until they are put into a 
proper state of repair,” his Lordship 
banged his box and walked out of the 
room. What an insult to compel Church 
managers to obey the law! It was for 
the county councils to obey the law! 

Let him remind the hon. Baronet of 
his own Act. The hon. Gentleman seemed 
to have forgotten that Section 7 said 
that the local education authority should 
maintain and keep in repair all public 
elementary schools. The Board of Educa- 
tion said they were going to en- 
force that provision; but Section 7 did 
not end there. There were other twenty 
or thirty lines, and amongst those lines 
there were ten or a dozen which stated 
that the managers must hand them over 
in a good state of repair. They must 
not stop at the seeoid line of the section 
if they were going to administer the law 
impartially. After all the Government 
would never have carried this section 
through the House if that had not 
been made a condition. He ree llected 
perfectly well the discussions on the 
section, and it was with the greatest 
difficulty that the Government carried 
it even with that condition. Hon. Mem- 
bers on their own side of the House 
who had a real and genuine interest In 
education were not prepared to support 
the clause except on the condition that 
the voluntary schools were to be put in 
a state of good repair, and kept so. But 
the Board of Education had forgotten 
that part of the bargain. All he and 
his friends asked for was that the law 
should be impartially administered in 
the future; in fact, that they should 
take a new departure both in regard 
to London and eountry schools. The 
Board of Education had never held an 
even balance between those schools 
which were popular schools, and the 
schools which were sectarian. All he 
asked was the general proposition that 
the Board of Edueation should, not 
merely in London, but all through the 
country, insist that these voluntary 
schools should be put and kept in order. 


| It was a very serious thing to send young 


children to schools of this kind. Day 
by day thev were there five and six 
hours, breathing foul air which destroved 
their little constitutions. Much better 
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would it be that they should be outside 
altogether, learning nothing, than breath- 
ing bad air. It was all very well to 
appoint Committees to examine into the 
physical deterioration of the race, but 
at this moment the Government was not 
carrying out the law which enabled the 
Education Department to keep the chil- 
dren’s constitutions right and proper. 
Let the children have pure air to begin 
with. He thought that it was monstrous 
that all this should be done in the name 
of religion—all those bad drains, all 


those badly lighted schools, all those | 


staircases that might prove death-traps 
to little children, and all those condi- 
tions that would ruin their little lives. 
What good did they do by saying that 
thev were keeping religion going in the 
land? It was all a monstrous hypocrisy 
and a sham. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he had heard the reply of the hon. 
Gentleman the Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Board of Education with a good 
deal of disquietude. He need not labour 
the unanimity of this report, but in order 
to break the fall of it on the ratepayers of 
London, the hon. Baronet said he viewed 
with equanimity the presence of children 
in schools in which the drains were 
defective. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said he never | 
He did | 


asserted anything of the sort. 
sav that the London County Council 
had reported very carefully, but he never 
had said a word that would bear 
the construction that he viewed with 


equanimity the insanitary condition of | 


the schools. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that the 
statement of the hon, Baronet was that 


the standard test for drainage of schools | 


to which it was proper children should go 
was not a proper one. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said that he 
had heard that certain drainage tests 
applied by the London County Council 
were not alwavs to be relied upon. He 
did not speak of his own 
but said that the London County Council 
might find, on further inquiry, that the 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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condition of the drains was not as bad as 
thev believed. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board 
of Education alleged that the drainage 
test of the London County Council was 
too severe, and that if the London County 
Council looked into the matter they might 
tind that the drains were rot so very bad. 
Well, knowing something of the methods 
of the Board of Education, he hoped the 
Board would not look too tenderly at 
these voluntary schools and would not 
procrastinate in seeing that the children 
/whom they compelled by law to go to 
school did not go to schools which were 
in aninsanitary condition. There were in 
London 458 voluntary schools, ninety- 
four of them were condemned right out, 
and 514 of them were condemned in the 
matter of drainage, bad light, and 
ventilation. Would the Board of Educa- 
tion give the order to the denominational 
trustees to replace these schools which 
were condemned outright, and make 
good the deficiencies in the others? 
If they did so, money would have to be 
found to provide 60,000 new school 
places; and half a million of money to 
|} maintain them. He had warrant for 
‘saving that the Board of Fducation 
| would not. He had been at them a 
| dozen times on the matter. There was 
/nothing new in all this. It had been 
all in the pigeon-holes of the Board of 
Education for the last dozen years. 
When he had gone to the Board of 
‘ducation and made representations 
|in regard to the matter what was the 
-reply ? “* Certainly we shall do nothing ; 
we shall obstruct any Provisional Order 
and get the Government to reject it, 
because 1f you do attempt te carry out 
your views, you will do injury to the 
voluntary schools.” His hon. _ friend 
the Member for Devonport said that 
there would be no hurry about this 
|matter; that a very long time would 
elapse before the instructions of the Act 
|of Parliament would be put in_ force. 
| That was his experience of the Board 
of Education for the past ten years. 
Let him say in this connection that 
the Church of England had been guilty 
of a breach of good faith. During the 
| passage of the Act of 1902-3 the Bishop 
of London appealed for £30,000 to put 
the voluntary schools in London into a 
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structurally fit condition before handing | 


them over to the London County Council. 
The words of the letter were-- 

““We desire that these schools should be 
handed over in a condition consistent with the 
principles for which they stand.” 


He did not know whether the report to 
which reference had been made was to 
stand as representative of the principles 


{18 Apri 1905} 


for which the right rev. Bishop said | 


they stood. The voluntary schools were 
handed over to the London County 
Council without anything being done 
to them to put them in good and 
etlicient repair, and that was a breach 
of good faith with the public of London. 
He could not hope, but he ventured 
to express the faint desire, that the 
lenity and procrastination of the 
Board of Education would not go on. 
The Act of 1903 set up an entirely new 
state of affairs. He was rather glad of 
the Act, because he believed it gave to 
the London County Council an oppor- 
tunity for overhauling these voluntary 
schools. And he hoped that the Parlia- 
mentary Secretary to the Board of 
Edueation would endeavour, in the new 
circumstances set up by the Acts of 1902 
and 1903, to break away from the old 
policy of the Board, and not permit 
unnecessary delay in putting these schools 
into a proper condition, or in shutting 
them up altogether and seeing new school» 
erected. If the Church of England could 
not raise £500,000, which he knew it 
could not, for that purpose, it meant 
that the school rate for London would 
be raised 4d. in the £1, while the rate- 
pavers would have a very small measure 
of control over the voluntary schools—- 
only two managers out of six. Ail these 








facts pointed to the necessity of some | 
drastic amendment of the Acts of 1902-3 | 


in the direction of giving the people who 
found the money control over the 
schools commensurate with the public 
expenditure upon them. In this terrible 


report—and he called it terrible ad- | 


visedly—there was only one gleam of 
satisfaction. It was that notwithstand- 
ing the hapless condition of the fabric 
of the schools in regard to lighting, 
drainage, water, ventilation, ete.— 


the committee were compelled to pay | 
a tribute to the zeal and devotion of the | 


voluntary school teachers. That was 


no new tribute. 


These teachers had had | 
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to work very hard on a very small re- 
muneration, but they had been able to 
do service in the cause of education 
which was a marvel to those who knew 
the condition of those schools. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) was glad 
that this subject had been brought for- 
ward, because the discussion had shown 
the difficulties with which the local educa- 
tion authorities were struggling in conse- 
quence of the action of the Board of 
Education. This was not a matter for 
London alone; it affected the whole 
country and he did not think the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education would 
be able altogether to wriggle out of his 
responsibility for what had passed, be- 
cause 1t was now coming to light every 
day. These reports in regard to the 


| denominational schools were now com- 


ing into the Education Department 
every day and they were all revealing 
this one thing, viz., that the policy of the 
Board of Education had been consis- 
tently to have one law for the denomina- 
tional schools and another law for the 
old Board schools. The class of buildings 
was entirely different in the two cases, 
and buildings had been allowed to pass 
as fit for denominational schools which 
would have been condemned out and 


}out if they had been carried on by a 


school board. This was exceedingly 
apparent now, when they came to deal 
with this question of putting all these 
buildings in a fit and proper condition, 
which in the present state of things 
was now considered necessary for them. 


He understood that the Secretary to 
the Board of Education said that he must 
not be pressed about the report on the Lon- 
don schools as it was too early for him 
to give an opinion upon it, and the 
report was not before him, but he. 
wished to ask why the Board of 
Education did not put a little more 
energy into dealing with the applications 
which came from other parts of the United 
Kingdom in regard to the requirements 
of these schools? He spoke from per- 
sonal knowledge, and certainly more than 
a vear had elapsed since the first re- 
port went in on one of these school 
buildings. It was a disgraceful build- 
ing, absolutely unfitted for a school— 
a building about which Government 
inspectors for years had been finding 
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fault, but about which the Board of Edu- 
cation had done nothing to insist upon 
improvements being made. The school 
was examined by the surveyor of the 


local education authority and a report | 


was sent up as to the requirements of 
that authority and as to what they con- 
sidered should be done to put the build- 
ing in a proper state of repair. That 
matter had been hung up for a year. 
There had been correspondence and so 
forth, and yet no advance whatever had 
been made and, so far as he could see, 
the authorities were no nearer to having 
the building put into proper order after 
the lapse of a vear than they were a vear 
ago. The foundation managers said the 
requirements were not reasonable, and 
that the local education authority should 
appeal to the Board of Education to say 
whether it was reasonable or not. It 
was not, therefore, the local education 


authority who were putting hindrances | 


in the way. Why did not the Education 
Department answer ? 


*Srr WILLIAM ANSON: Will the 
hon. Gentleman kindly supply me with 
the name of the school and I will see 
that the matter is inquired into / 


Mr. GODDARD did not think the 
hon. Baronet would need him to supply 
the name, because the facts had been 
before him for a long time. But he 
would mention the case to him. In five 
or six cases that he knew of certain re- 
quirements had been insisted upon by the 
local education authoritv. Thev had 
been hung up and nothing had been done. 
Tt would take vears before any improve- 
ment was made in the school] buildings. 
He would urge upon the Board of Edu- 
cation to put a little more energy into 
the matter and see that the alterations 
were put in hand at once. The Board 
should not let the correspondence be 
interminable and prolonged between | 
the managers and themselves. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) said the report was of 
a very serious nature and illustrated | 
the conduct of the Board of Educa- | 
tion and the Government which had | 
been in office for very many years. 
The complaint made in the time of | 
Mr. Acland was that he brought undue | 


Mr. Goddard. 


(COMMONS} 
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| pressure to bear upon the owners and 
the proprietors of the voluntary schools, 
/ not in the interest of the schools but in 
‘order that he might shut them up, 
He believed that accusation was quite 
unfair and that considerable pressire 
was brought to bear by Mr. Acland 
merely to put these schools in a fit and 
proper condition. He believed that his 
sole object was that the children should 
be properly dealt with, and not that 
protection should be extended as it 
had been since to the proprietors of these 
schools. The report showed that the 
schools were structurally unsuited for 
their purpose and that it was necessary 
to close many of them at orce. What 
ought to be the policy of the Education 
Department, not only in London, but all 
over the country? Surely it ought to be 


directed with one idea of doing what 
was best for the rising generation with- 


out reference to whether they belonged 
to the Established Church or were Roman 
/Catholics or belonged to any 
, denomination. The Department should 
bring pressure to bear upon the authori- 
ties of the schools, but was that pressure 
being brought to bear ? Section 7 of the 
Act of 1902 said that the education 
authority need not take over these 
schools except upon conditions, one of 
which was that the schools must be in 
good repair, If the education authorities 
in London did their duty they would 
see that that condition was enferced. He 
wished to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Education whether the Department 
were proceeding on this kind of basis, viz., 
that they should relieve the pressure 
upon the ground that they were not 
able to withhold the monies which were 
voted by Parliament from these volun- 
tary schools because for some reason 
or another they were estopped from 
doing so. If that were the case, such a 
doctrine of waiver or estoppel prevented 
the Department from using the powers 
which had been placed in its hands 


} 
other 


| by Parliament, to withhold these monies 


from the schools until they were put 


| Into repair. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) pointed 
out that many of the voluntary schools 
were built many years ago, and although 
there was no objection to the trustees 
being made to make small repairs, he 
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contended that the report went too 
far. It was extremely hard upon the 
trustees of those schools, if it was not 
unfair, that they should now be called 
upon to spend considerable sumsof money 
to bring them up to date. There was 
first of all the test for drainage. How 


many houses which were now in existence | 


would stand that test? He did not 
think many of the houses in which hon. 
Members lived would stand it, nor did 
he think the House of Commons would 
stand such a test. He therefore hoped 
the most careful investigation would be 
made in the 
of the County Council was allowed to 
he enforced, The had been 
adopted and its adoption had placed 
an enormous work on the poor Catholics 
in London, and he thought that would 
establish a vt ry strong case for a special 
srant from this House the Catholic 
voluntary schools. He sincerely hoped 
that the Department would verv 
cautiously and make very careful in- 
quirtes before proceeding upon this report. 
Let them look, for instance, at the com- 
plaint with regard to the of 
playground accommodation. They were 
toll that certain schools would be con- 
demned if they had not sufticient | 
eround accommodation, which meant that 
in the case of many of the schools in 
London the trustees would have to 
‘quire the residential or business premises 
adjoining and pull them down in order 
+ ] 


to make 


every before order 


ease 


report 


to 


act 


amount 


tayv- 


more playground accommoda- 
tion, the penalty for not doing so being 
the closing of the school and the erection 
a new one at the public cost. He 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would see that 
no injustice was done in this respect. 


ot 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 


| concerned 


said complaint had been made as to | 


the delay on the part of the Board of 


Education in putting into force the obliga- | 


tions resting on managers of voluntary 
schools to put their schools into a proper 

There were two methods 
by the Board, one was 
active and the other passive resistance, 


state of repair, 


of resistance 


and he regarded the Secretary to the | 


Board of Education as the greatest passive 
resister In the country. It was only 
necessary for the Board to say “ We 
will inquire into 
to enable 


VOL. CXLY. 


this matter,’ in 
them 


[FourrH Series. | 


order to keep 
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| authority waiting so long as the author- 
ity 


chose to let them alone. Then 
when the authority wrote to them they 
sent a formal acknowledgment and 
again hung the matter up. He appre- 
hended that if in answer to 
an application for his rate answered that 
he was in correspondence with his banker 
upon that subject the rate 
would have a very short and sharp 
reply to it, but the Board of Edueation 
could to be ill-drained 
ill-ventilated, ill-lighted, and ill-heated, 
and provided the persons interested in 
that school were sufficiently influential! 
with the Board that sort of thing could 
oo on for years. Were not the schools 
at large to be put into a proper sani- 
tary condition. He asked the hon. 
Gentleman in this matter to search his 
own conscience and Say whether, in facet, 
in the spirit, 1f not in the letter, he had 
not been one of the greatest law-breakers 
in the country. There not a dis- 
trict from which these complaints did 
not come, and instances could be multi- 
plied by the thousand where this question 
had been approached in a partisan and 
sectarian spirit by those who pretended 
to be the judges. What 


plained of was the great influence behind 


a ratepave 


collector 


allow schools 


was 


they com- 


the hon. Gentleman, the influence of 
that Great Palace on the South side of 
the Thames, the result of which was to 
prevent the children of this country 


from being housed as they ought to be 
housed. The school the home 
the children during a considerable por- 
tion of their working hours, and it ought 
to be kept in a decent state of repair. 
So far as theWelsh county councils were 
they had not taken any 
drastic or severe action; they had given 
the schools at least twelve months notice, 
and they had no desire to be harsh in 
any way. But the hon. Baronet 
was going to enforce some portions 
of the Act very rigidly. He ought 
really to ask himself whether he was 
doing his duty by the country generally, 
and by the children of the country, in 
allowing the delay to continue against 
which the Welsh representatives had again 


ot 


Was 


and again protested, and they now 
asked whether if a fair statement of 


the ease as to the necessities of these 


| schools were laid before him he would 


the | 


act upon the report forthwith, or was 
g 


» 
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there to be merely an acknowledgment 
and a promise to consider the matter ? 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- | 
lets, Poplar) said he had listened with | 


great regret to the speech of the hon. 
Baronet with regard to the London 
education question. Though he opposed 
the Education Act with regard to its 
main provisions, he believed that good 
was coming out of evil, in that exposures 
were now being made as to the inefficient 
state of the voluntary schools which never 
would have been made but for that Act. 
The report of the London County 
Council, which had come with a consider- 
able shock to all interested in education, 
whether they were friends of voluntary 
schools or not, was really an exposure, 
first, of the way in which a large number 


920 


was not so hopeless as their first im- 
pressions led them to believe. 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said they all 
hoped that the schools were not so bad as 
they had been painted, but even assuming 
that those who carried owt the inquiry 
had exaggerated the condition of some 
schools, there was ample evidence to 
show that in a vast number of cases the 
schools were not only absolutely in- 


efficient educationally, but harmful to 


itself enough to condemn the 


of managers of voluntary schools had | 


neglected the health and education of 
the children, and secondly of the neglect 


and inefficiency of the Education Depart- | 


ment itself. Personally he was inclined 


to blame the Education Department | 


more severely than the voluntary mana- | 


gers, and for this reason. It had always 
been contended that the country did not 
get full value for the enormous expenditure 


on education, and it was the duty of the | 


Board of Education, as far as possible, | 


to see that full value was obtained for 
the money spent, but this report showed 


that for years past the Education Depart- | 
ment had practically neglected its duties | 


and had been in the handsof those who 
represented the voluntary schools. The 
hon. Baronet appeared to minimise this 
report of the London County Council. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON dissented. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said that so 
far as he understood him the hon, Baronet 
said that he had not had an opporiunity 
of considering the report, but that 


| efficient 


the health and physical growth of the 
children. The fact that over ninety 
schools, accommodating 50,000 children, 
had been absolutely condemned was in 
managers 
of the schools, and he would not 
sav the hon. Baronet, but his predeces- 
sors at the Education Department. 
Over and over again the late London 
School Board, when it desired to sub- 
stitute efficient schools for the inefficient 
voluntary schools, encountered — the 
greatest possible opposition from the 
Education Department, and had to delay 
or abandon altogether the building of 
such schools because of th» iniluence 
that was brought to bear in favour of 
the existence of the voluntary schools. 
What they asked the hon. Baronet to 
undertake was that all the schools that 
were properly condemned, which couid 
not under any circumstances be made 
into efficient schools, should be replaced 
by really efficient schools, As regarded 
the others, they also would have to 
come under the purview of the hon. 
Baronet, and they desired that he should 
put the greatest possible pressure on the 
managers to put those schools into an 


state. It was true that it 


i would cost a considerable sum to put 


when he did consider it he might find | 


that in some cases the condition of the | 


schools had been somewhat exaggerated. 


I did not 


I expressed 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON : 


say anything of the sort. 


a hope that the County Council, when | 
which [| 


they 
have 
some 


Mr. 


considered the report, 
not vet seen, might find that in 


J. H. Lewis. 


the schools in the state which the County 
Council thought proper. But — that 
simply meant that the managers had 
not kept them efficient from vear to 
vear, otherwise only a small sum would 
now be necessary. There was one point 
which had arisen in Wales and would 
arise in London upon which an imme- 
diate answer was desired. The grant was 
given by the Education Department on 


| behalf of particular schools, and he under- 


stood that in Wales the Department were 
insisting that the county councils should 


'hand over to the particular schools their 


cases the condition of the schools | 


proportion of the grant, whether those 

















521 Supply (Civil Services and {18 


schools were, or were not, in their opinion, | 
As the | 


in “a good state of repair.” 
question would soon arise in London, 
he asked the hon. Baronet whether, 
in the case of a school condemned by 
the County Council as not being in 
a good state of repair, he would insist 
on the County Council keeping that 


PRIL 


{ 


school in existence and giving it the) 


Government grant. Speaking on the 
matter generally, he was glad the ques- 
tion had been raised, as it had afforded 
an opportunity for discussion, and for 
directing public attention to a report 
which had come upon many people as a 
considerable surprise and shock. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he was 


very glad that this question had been | 


raised, although he did not hope to get 


much satisfaction from the Board of 
Education in regard to it. This was 
» question which affected not only 


London and Wales, but every part of 
the country. He wished to remind the 
hon. Baronet of a Question which was 
put to him upon this subject before the 
Act came into operation. He was asked 
whether the local education authority 
would be justified in refusing to take 
over certain schools until certain altera- 
tions had been made, and the reply 
given by the Department was that thev 
must take them over as thev were, and 
then take their chance of being able to 
bring pressure to get the repairs done 
and the alterations made. Let the 
House remember what took place last year 
when the Defaulting Authorities Act 
was passed. The one Amendment thev 
moved was that there should be a public 
inquiry before the Act was put into force, 
at which the managers and the public 
authorities should be allowed to state then 
case, As one of the very few Members 
who were allowed to speak upon that 


measure before it was guillotined, he 


ventured to sav that the very object | 


of that Act was to prevent a 
} 1 , ba awe? 
inquiry, and to allow a_ backstairs 
influence to be the prevailing influence 
in these matters. 


public | 


The whole ease had | 


now been proved to be what was pre- | 


dicted at that time. 
Act of 1902 the Board of Edueation 
would be compelled to agree with the 


According to the | 


local education authority, if it refused | 


to maintain a school which was not in 
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& proper sanitary condition. They had 
been told that the Boord cf Education 
had been advised by the law officers of 
the Crown, but not one of them was 
present to answer that Question. Where 
were they ? Not long ago he asked a 
Question about the salaries and fees 
received by the law officers of the Crown 
which appeared on the Estimates, and 
now when they really wanted their advice 
upon a question of the highest import- 
ance they did not put in an apearance. 
He should like to know if the hon. Baronet 
would send for the law officers in order 
that the House might be told before the 
debate closed what was their opinion as 
| to the proper interpretation of this clause. 
[t was a matter of health, and, indeed, a 
matter of life and death to some of the 
children, and when the law officers were 
drawing salaries and fees amounting to 
£19,000 a year, he thought they ought 
to be in their places ready to answer a 
Question of this kind. The Board of 
Education said that they had been ad- 
vised that the local authority had no 
right to insist upon sanitary conditions 
as a condition—— 


WILLIAM ANSON: [ am _ not 
aware that any such statement has been 
nade. 


*SIR 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS asked whether 
the action of the Merionethshire County 


Council with regard to such schools was 

not based upon the fact that they waived 

their right under this clause to call upon 

the proprietors of voluntary schools to 

pat them into a state of good repair ? 
*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: No. 

Mr. WHITLEY: That is a very faint 


73 ” 
no. 


*Stir WILLIAM ANSON: I am pre- 
pared to make it as emphatic as the hon. 


Member pleases. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that reply made 
it all the more important that they 
should have the opinion of the law officers 
upon it. He thought the local authori- 
ties were entitled to know exactly what 
their position was in this matter. Were 
they or were they not bound to maintain 
|the schools when a reply which was 


S 


9 
a 
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tantamount to a refusal was given undue haste. They did not want a syg- 


to them? They had been accustomed 
to doles of this kind on the part of the 
Board of Education, but they should 
not forget that it was put before them 
as one of the chief reasons in favour of 
this Act that all that sert of thing would 
be done away with in the future. Even 
the hon. Member for Camberwell had 
stated that in his opinion, after the passing 
of this Act, the bolstering up of unde- 
sirable schools becatise certain doctrines 
would be taught in them would be done 
away with, but they had found that 
that was not by any means the case, 
and things were just as bad in that 
respect as they were before. The Board 
ef Education was not willing to allow 
ihese things to be settled by a? public 
inquiry, but by some device which was 
now apparently denied by the head of 
the Department, or some influence which 
they hed no means of investigating, 
these things were decided against the 
local education authorities, and so the 
administration was as bad’ as ever, and 
they had all the other evils which had 
arisen to put up with at the same time. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottirgh: Mm, W.) sald | 


he hoped that the Board of Education, 
when they considered this report, would 


have cue regard to the economy of the | 


} 


rates, and would not press too strongly 
for the immediate closing of these schools. 
He did not base “his request that they 
should have consideration of that kind 
upon the same grounds as those put 
forward by his hen. friend. 
Board of Education were bound to 
see that the bargain at the bottom 
of the Act was properly carried 
out. That bargam was that the burden 
of maintaining the teaching, etc., should 


The | 


tem to he put ito operation all at once 
that would make it impossible for these 
schools to go on and throw into the 
streets a number of children for whom 
school places could not be provided. 
But so far he was not satisfied that the 
Board of Education would look at this 
question from a new point of view, a 
point of view justified by the Education 
Act of 1902, and which was not possible 
before the Act was passed. 


Before the Act the Education De- 
partment had to consider that 
there was not everywhere a_ local 


authority charged with the duty of pro- 
viding and maintaiming these schools, 
They had to consider that if a school wer 
closed by their action on account of be- 
ing insanitary and improperly furnished 
there might be a difficulty in pro 
viding another school in its place, and 
they perhaps wisely proceeded with » cer- 
tain amount of delay ard caution where 


it was necessary to close or bring to ai 
end an insanitary school, That day 
had now passed. The excrse  beior 


the Act for showing leniency towards 
schools of certein churches in the coun- 
try had been taken from them. What 
he wanted to be sure of was that in Lon- 
don and elsewhere the attitude of the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
would be impartial and not biassed by a 


| preference for the schools of any particu- 


lar church, but that the Board of Edu- 
cation would call upon the local managers 
who did not perform their part of the bar- 
gain to carry it out. Poverty had been 


| pleaded as an excuse for not keeping the 


schools in preper repair by an hon. 


| Member who represented Roman Catho 


be on the pubhe, but that the managers | 


of the voluntary schools should present 


for the free use of the public a sanitary | 
i motives, and something they would 


and suitably constructed school building. 
There were some ninety cases in Lendon 
now revealed to the full light 
where sanitary and properly — con- 
structed schools did not The 
Board of Education would be called uper 
to decide between the managers and the 
London County Council, which was 
in the right and which was in the wrong. 
They all wanted reasonable arrange- 


exist. 


ments to prevail. They did not want 


Mr. Whitley. 


of day | 


lics, but he did not recognise that as 2 
valid argument. The cost was not ex- 
cessive, and the pleading of poverty by 
people who spoke of deep conscientious 


never surrender, was rather an ant 
climax. It was certainly inconsistent, 
When he remembered that the hon. 


Member's co-religionists in France spent 
their scheols £2.5€0,CCO, he listened 
with a certein amount of impatience 
to these whe said that poverty prevented 
persons of a particular faith from spending 
a few hundred pounds to put a school 
in a decent sanitary condition, He was 


on 
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glad that the revelation had, come. 
For many years past he had said that 
the great bulk of the voluntary schools 
vere unfitted for the purpose of education. 
They were bad in respect of furniture, 
ir, lighting, and space. He thought 
they might ask the Board of Education, 
while exercising certain reasonable caution, 
to act towards managers of these schools 
with firmness. If the Board did so it 
would be found that they would put 
their hands in their pockets and provide 
the money necessary for the im- 
provement of these schools. UH the 
nanagers did not do that he hoped the 
Board of Education would step between 
the managers and the local authority 
ind have the schools closed. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said 
one Question had arisen in the course 
if the debate to which it seemed to him 
the hon. Baronet should give a definite 
and specitis Answer. He had given as a 
reason for not dealing with the report 
now, that he had not had an opportunity 
f considering it, and he had stated 
that he would approach it in due time 
in a judicial spirit. He did not wish to 
ommit himself now with regard to the 
‘onelusions at which he might ulti- 
nately arrive in regird to the report. 
But the debate had disclosed another 
doubt and dithculty in the minds of 
hon. Members this subject. Was 
or was not the hon. Bironet going to 
regard the pleading of poverty as a valid 
excuse for non-complianse with the Act 
when managers were called upon to put 
schools in good order ? Was the pleading 
of poverty a reason for delaying the 
putting of schools in order, or for leavin: 


on 





the obligations alone altogether? That 
Was not a matter in which the hon. 
Baronet should be in any doubt. He 


listened to the hon. Member for South 
Down with considerable sympathy. 
The hon. Member stated that the diffi- 
culty of his co-religionists was that they 
were without, financial means. He him- 
self did now know whether the hon. 
Baronet considered that he was entitled 
to take that‘into consideration at all. 
If he did conceive himself entitled to 
consider the question of poverty on the 
part of those responsible for the condition 
of these schools, then he ought to inform 
the country. That would give rise to a 
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most important question of principle— 
a question of prinziple which the House 
ought to be put in possession of, not, 
indeed, to-night, but at some later stage. 
He was quite sure the hon. Baronet 
would do his best to give an Answer to 
the Question whether or not he thought 
it right to take into consideration the 
povertv of school managers or school 
subscribers as a reason why they should 
be permitted to avoid the obligations 
cast upon them by the Act. 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) said the House was entitle 
to an Answer after the revelations as 
to the condition of schools in London 
and throughout the country. Was the 
hon. Gentlemin going to bring pressure 
upon the educational authorities or 
upon those minagers who, in the name 
of religion, neglected those schools ? 


Me. MACVEAGH svid he was sure 
the hon. and learned Gentleman did not 
wish to m/srepresent him. He2 did not 
plead the povercy of Romina Citholies as 
a reason why thav should not place their 
sthools in good condition. What 
suid was that out of their poverty the 
frish Catholics in this courtry had built 
their schools and mide great sacrifices. 


he 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said he 
wished to ask the Secretary to the Local 
(fovernmeant Board whether there was 
wny likelihood of any action being taken, 
even in the rem>te future, in the Metro- 
politan area t> mike som? arrangem2nt 
hoth with respect t» the treatment of 
children and the equalisation of the 
Poor Law administration. In the Loeal 
Government Ast of 1833 a clause was 
inserted enabling the county eouneil 
to contribute 4d. per day on the average 
number of persons in the workhouses 
previous t> the year 1828. Since that 
tim? there had been a very large incre we 
in the number of persons in the work- 
houses, and that had formed a very heavy 
burden indeed on the poorer districts 
of the Metropolitan area. The Govern- 
ment had been asked to introduce a Bill 
if necessary t> bring the average up to 
date, and the Poor Law Unions Ass cia- 
tion suggested that the average number 
of persons in workhouses should be 
calculated from year to year. In his 
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district they wovld be willing to accept 
an average of two vears. Another hard- 
ship from which they suffered in Poplar 
was that where there was no accommoda- 
tion for children in the workhouse schools 
they were penalised to the extent of 5d. 
per day, while the children were not 
taught. 

During the last winter they had 
been obliged to deal with an abnormal 
number of people in granting them 
outdoor relief. The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, who was then at the head of the 
Local Government Board, very properly 
asked the board of guardians in provid- 
ing relief in time of distress to have regard 
first to the man who was usually in 
ordinary employment, and not to the 
chronic =“ out-of-work.” The Poplar 
Council did provide work for 1,000 men, 
and in this way they preserved their 
manhood ; but as there were 3,060 appli- 
cations for help 2,000 men had to go on 
the poor rate. They in Poplar did 
their duty, but it was at a very consider- 
uble expense. The rates in Poplar were 
up to 12s. in the £. There was an ener- 
mous aggregation of casual labourers in 
the South-East of London, and the boards 
of guardians were obliged to deal with 
them in times of emergency at great 
expense ; but it because Poplar 
had done its duty in this respect that it 
had been held up before the world as 
being the heaviest rated borough in the 


Was 


kingdom. He maintained that there 
should be a central board, and one 


Metropolitan rate for the Poor Law. It 
might be said, did they expect a West End 
perish to contribute to an End 
parish without having anv control / 
His reply to that was that thev in the 
East End were prepared to give any 
control asked for. If Marylebone had 
te raise a rate on the Poplar assessment 
that borough would have to levy 19s, O}d. 
in the £, instead of 7s. as at present. 
There should be a better equalisation 
of rates all over the Metropolitan area. 


ast 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That seems 
to require legislation. The present dis- 
cussion must be confined to administra- 
tive matters only. 


Mr. CROOKS said he thought that 
the late President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board had stated that many of 


Mr. Crooks. 
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administrative arrangements. Since the 
Education Department had taken the 
responsibility of examining the children 


in the Poor Law schools, why 
should they not go a little further 


and put these children under the edu- 
eation authority and not under the 
Poor Law, why not take away the child- 
ren from the Poor Law taint altogether ? 
The children now under the Metropolitan 
Asvlums Board ought also to be placed 
under the Education Department, which 
now dealt with every kind of children, 
including cripples. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he could 

only speak by the indulgence of thie 
House, but would, if permitted, answe1 
certain (Juestions addressed to him. He 
had been asked whether poverty was an 
excuse for the imperfect maintenance of 
the fabric of a school. He had never 
heard such an excuse made. The school 
must be maintained in a suitable condition 
whether those who maintained it were 
poor or not. If they were too poor to 
maintain the school they must give up 
the maintenance of it. He was also 
asked whether decent repair would be 
insisted upon by the Board of Education 
as a condition of the maintenance ot 
a schoo]. That was so. The Act re- 
quired that the managers should keep 
the school in good repair, that the local 
authority was not bound to maintain 
the school unless it was in good repair, 
and that every question of ‘repair must 
be dealt with as it arose and the rea 
sonableness of the demands of the local 
authority had to be dealt with by the 
Board of Education. He would answer 
the Question of the hon. Member for 
Glamorgan in this way. <A local author- 
itv, not having given any notice of re- 
quirements as to repairs to the managers 0! 
voluntary schools, and having received 
the Parliamentary grants for a whole 
vear in respect of those schools, but not 
having adequately maintained them, 
could not at the end of the year set wp an 
alleged disrepair as a ground for refusal 
to maintain them in a proper condition. 
He was not aware that there had been 
delay on the part of the Board of Edu- 
cation in dealing with these matters. 


Mr. BRYNEZ ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) said it was for the owners 
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of a school to see that it was in good | 
repair and no notice was required on | 
the part of the county authorities. 
When the latter inspected a school and 
found it was not in proper repair then 
they were to stop the maintenance at 
once without notice. The hon. Gentle- | 
man the Secretary to the Board of Edu- | 
had assumed that there was a 
which required them to give 
notice, but that assumption was not 
warranted. The Act only authorised the 
local authorities to maintain the schools 
so long as they were in repair. Ti the local 
education authority had expressed the 
opinion that a particular school was not 
in repair and then proceeded to maintain 
that 1 it would be the duty of 
the auditors to surcharge. Take the 
case of London County Council. 
Say it was convinced that a number of 
schools were not in repair, if, notwith- 
standing that, it proceeded to maintain 
them the auditor should surcharge the 
County Council of London and refuse to 
sanction the payments they had made in 
respect of those schools which they had 


cation 


provisior 


schoc 


the 


themselves pronounced inefficient. He 
thought they might ask the President of 
the Local Government Board to tell 
them the direction which would be 
given to Poor Law auditors in that 
respect. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


SUPPLY. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 


Cuass LI. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £31.700, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the 53lst day 
of March, 1006, for the Houses of Parlia- 
ment Buildings.” — 
to sit 


Committee report Progress ; 


again To-morrow. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


[SeconpD READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said that so far as the matters which 
caused the postponement of this Bill 
were concerned, they had now been con- 
sidered by the portion of his constituency 
affected, and he did not consider it 
necessary further to oppose the Second 
Reading. 


MASTER or ELIBANK (Edinburgh, 
Midlothian) said his original intention 
was to oppose the Bill, but having men- 
tioned privately to the noble Lord op- 
posite the poits of his objection, he 
hoped that when the time came for the 
North British Railway Company to 
consider the question of the Highland 
Society visiting Peebles-shire they would 
consider the very considerable grievance 
of the county in the matter. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


GREAT NORTHERN (IRELAND) AND 
MIDLAND RAILWAYS BILL [BY 
ORDERI. 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 


debate on Question [12th April], “ That 
it be an Instruetion to the Committee on 
the Great Northern (Ireland) and Mid- 
land Railways Bill to omit Clause 33 of 
the Bill.” 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.) said that 
since this matter last before the 
House the difference which existed be- 
tween the promoters of the Bill and 
the Urban Couneil of Portadown had 
been settled. It had been arranged 
to omit Sub-sections 2 and 3 of Clause 
33, and he moved to amend the pro- 
posed Instruction accordingly. 


Was 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After the word ‘ omit.’ to insert the ‘words 
* Sub-sections (2) and (3) of. "—( Vr. Wolf.) 
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Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) 
said that as the Amendment of his hon. 
friend practically conceded all that 
those whom he represented in the matter 
required, he had no objection to the 
proposal. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to 


Ordered. that it be an Instruction 
to the Committee on the Great Northern 
(Ireland) and Midland Railways Bill to 
omit Sub-sections (2) and (3) of Clause 33 
of the Bill. 


PHYSICAL DETERIORATION. 

*Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire.St. Albans), 
in moving, * That, in the opinion of this 
House, local education authorities should 
be empowered (as unanimously recom- 
mended by the Inter-Departmental Com- 
mittee on Physical Deterioration, 1904) 
to make provision, under such regula- 
tions and ¢onditions as they may decide, 
for ensuring that all the children at any 
public elementary school in their area 
shall receive proper nourishment before 
being subjected to mental or physical 
instruction, and for recovering the cost, 
where expedient, from the parents or 
guardians,” expressed his sense of obli- 
gation to the hon. Members for Hoxton 
and Barnard Castle for withdrawing 
their Bills dealing with this subject in 
order to make way for the present Resolu- 
tion, which, he considered, dealt with an 
issue which was absolutely vital to the 
well-being of the country. Both sides 
would agree that though it was Tuesday 
night this was not an academic question, 
though it was a school question; and 
that it was not a Party question, 
though he wished it to be a Parlia- 
mentary question. 

The Report of the Physical De- 
te1loration Committee was so important 
a document that no apology was neces- 
sary for devoting one evening to a dis- 
cussion of its contents. That Committee 


was appointed by the Duke of Devon- 
shire on September 2nd, 1903, in con- 


Mr. Wolff. 
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cerning physical deterioration of cer- 
tain classes of population as shown by 
the large percentage of rejections for 
physical causes of Army recruits. The 
recruiters or recruiting sergeants were 
trained to reject “rubbish” ‘as the 
would-be recruit who failed to pass the 
medical examination was significantly 
termed, but, notwithstanding this pre- 
liminary investigation and sifting, in 
1901 no fewer than 29 per cent. of those 
submitted by the recruiting sergeant 
for examination by the medical officer 
were rejected, and in 1902 the percentage 
had gone up to 52. This was one cause 
of the appointment of the Comunittee ; 
another was the significant Report ef the 
Roval Commission on Physical Training 
in Seotland, in which it was stated— 

“ We think that an obligation for the proper 
supervision of the feeding of those who come 
for instruction should be regarded as one of the 
duties of school authorities, and that teachers 
should be instructed to take note of all children 
apparently ill-fed. Unless children receive 
sufficient nourishment they cannot be expected 
to profit by the mental or physical training 
provided for them.’’ 

Therefore the Physical Deterioration 
Committee was appointed to ascertain 
the facts, to indicate the causes, and to 
suggest means for effectually checking 
the physical deterioration complained 
of. That Committee examined no fewer 
than sixty-eight witnesses of the highest 
official and scientific experience, seven 
of whom were specially nominated to give 
evidence by the oval Colleges of Phy- 
sicians and Surgeons and the British 
Dental Association; and the Report 
was absolutely unassailable in its scien- 
tific accuracy, exhaustive in its evidence, 
and convincing in its conclusions, No 
fewer than fifty-three separate recom- 
mendations were made, dealing with 
such causes of deterioration (amongst 
others) as the feeding of elementary 
school children, alcoholism, over-crowding, 
milk supply, juvenile smoking, and the 
housing of the working classes, to each 
of which a Tuesday evening might well 
be devoted. In his judgment there was 
an obligation thrown upon the House 
by this important Report to crystallise 
the recommendations so as to arrest this 
declared evil. 

The one subject to which the present 
discussion would be limited. was not 
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hon. Member for Hoxton 
before the House on April 


new, as the 
brought it 


20th, 1902, and it had already been 
discussed incidentally upon the Esti- 
mates in the present session. But 


since last April the Report of this Com- 
mittee had been issued and public interest 
in the question thereby stimulated. 
Underfed children were, to speak, 
“in the air.” He had received trom 
Mr. Prichard, a guardian of Lambeth, 
a list of the resolutions passed at the 
20th Annual Conference of the School 
Attendance Officers’ Association, and 
those resolutions he found 


sO 


amongst 
the followine— 

“That, in the opinion of this conference, the 
time has arrived when every care should be 
taken to note all children under or improperly 
fed attending schools under the compulsory 
Education Act, and that where cases are dis- 
covered meals should be provided by the State 
it the school.” 


4 } 

and furtner— 

“ That, in the opinion of this conference, the 
State maintenance of children is imperative 
in the public weal and should be chargeable 
to the National Exchequer.” 


Those were resolutions submitted to a 
body of men who had the best possible 
means of judging upon this subject, whose 
experience far transcended that of any 
other body of men in the country, whose 
duty it was to visit the children in their 
homes. But since the matter was dis- 
cussed last year the position had changed : 
the facts were now before the country. 
The Resolution of last year was com- 
pulsory in form; it sought to lay an 
obligation on the Board of Education 
to require arrangements to be made 
for the feeding of improperly nourished 
scheol children; whereas the present 
Resolution was purely permissive, and 
sought only to empower local authorities 
to act 1f they thought fit. B 


The recommendations of the Physical 
Deterioration Committee might be sum- 
marised in one sentence, viz., that definite 
provision should be made by the various 
local authorities for dealing with the ques- 
tion of underfed children, and that safe- 
guards should be provided against 
economic abuse. In dealing with 
this subject two facts had to be recog- 
nised: first, that for thirty-five years 
education in this“country had been com. 
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pulsory for all; and, secondly, that while 
this education had been a success for the 
many it had been a failure for the few. 
The hon. Member: for North Camber- 
well, whose evidence before the Com- 
mittee was invaluable, estimated that 
80 per cent. of the working-class children 
of this country were better off to-day than 
they ever were, but that the condition 
of the other 20 per cent. was very un- 
satisfactory indeed. Dr. Eichholz, one 
of the expert witnesses before the Com- 
mittee, was of opinion that 122,000 of 
the elementarv school population of 
London or about 16 per cent. were under- 
fed, and, speaking of the Johanna Street 
Board School in Lambeth, he deelared 
that 90 per cent. of the children there 
were unable by reason of their physical 
condition to attend to their work. It 
was with the few who were unfit for their 
work scholars that this Resolution 


as 
asked the House to deal. All would 
agree —in the words of the Com- 


mittee—that it was the height of cruelty 
to attempt to teach half-starved children. 
It was not only a eruel practice, but a 
wasteful and short-sighted policy. Edu 
cation could not be grafted on to starva- 
tion. The attempt to teach underfed 
children was spoiling the ship for a 
ha’porth of tar. It involved enormous 
financial loss to waste efforts upon chil- 
dren who could not profit by the costly 
education provided for the mind whilst 
the body was left to starve. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member Cam- 
bridge University in his interesting evi- 
dence quoted the wile of the Reetor of 
Tending, in Essex, who provided meals 
for the children in their schoo! by cooking 
them in her own kitchen, as saying— 


for 


“This is not charity, but far-sighted self- 
interest, because our children get far better 
grants if they are fed than if they are underfed, 
and we feed them for the purpose of getting 
more money out of the Government.” 


Tf this view were universal and univer- 
sally acted upon there would be no need for 
the present discussion. All would agree 
that the intellectual and physical progress 
of underfed children must be inadequate 
and disappointing. The Report stated 
that no purely voluntary association 
could cope with the full extent of the evil. 
Dr. Robert Hutchison, the 
greatest living authority on nutrition, 


perhaps 
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who was nominated by the Roval College 
of Physicians to give evidence, said— 


Dov 


“Tt is essential economically to secure 
that every child under instruction should be 
more or less adequately nourished. 

“ Looking at it purely scientifically, it would 
be an extremely important thing to ensure to 
every child at school a sufficient and proper 
sort of meal. 

“JT feel certain that the provision. of meals 
would do a great deal to improve the health 
and growth and development of the children 
of the poorer classes.” 

Dr. Hutchison regarded from ten 
to fifteen years of age as the critical 
period, and said that the provision 
of meals would check the waste 
of human material, and that arrest 
of development at that critical period 
could never be made geod, That there 
was such an arrest of development 
was proved by the experiments conducted 
some years ago by the British Associa- 
tion for the Advancement of Science. 
Those experiments consisted in weighing 
and measuring boys between the ages 
of eleven and twelve years over a period 
of five vears, and it was found that in the 
public schools, the bovs of the so-called 
upper classes averaged tn height 54°98 
inches, while bovs of the same age in 
industrial schools, the class with which 
this Resolution was concerned, averaged 
only just over fifty inches. He did not 
wish to weary the House with quota- 
tions from the evidence in the Report. 
but he wished to make one from Mr. 
W. H. Libby, who for thirtv vears had 
been a master in London schools. On 
p. 299 of the Report was to be found this 
remarkable testimony — 

“Tt always struck me that many children 
in the schools suffered from underteeding, as 
evidenced by the difficulty they had in doing 
their mental work. About six moaths before 
I started this fund (the East Lambeth Teachers’ 
Free Meal Fund) there were two or three boys 
in the schoel who seemed to be in creat difti- 
culties, and I said to them: ‘ Why cannot you 
get on with vour work 7?’ They said: ‘ Well, 
sir, we have had nothing to eat.’ F said: 
“What do vou mean 7’ They said: ‘ We have 
had nothine since yesterday morning.’ In 
order to prove the ease, [ sent down to a baker’s 
shop, and asked the baker to oblige me with 
some of the driest crusts he had on the pre- 
mises. He did so, and I gave them to the 
boys. [ did not apparently watch them, but 
I kept my eye on them, and T ean assure you 
that they ate ravenously, and in a very few 
minutes the whole of the dry bread was gone 
I came to the conclusion then that they were 
positively hungry.” 


Mr. Slock. 
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There was a touch of something akin 
to a dumb heroism about those hungry 
lads; they looked up with their pale 
and sunken faces, and, in the words of 
Mrs. Browning— 

‘*They looked up with their pale and sunken faces, 

And their looks were sad to sec.” 

It was heart-breaking to the teacher 
to attempt to teach such children, 
and it would be heart-breaking to the 
British nation when it realised the facts, 
Then Miss Deverell, an inspectress under 
the Board of Education, said— 

“JT know one school where the master says 
that they get most of their meals by meeting 
workmen’s trains and begging scraps from the 
men. 

Other quotations might be given, but 
he would save the time of the House. 
The Report stated that in some cases 
voluntary organisations acting with the 
support and oversight of the local author- 
ity would be sufficient. It proved con- 
clusively, however, that we dared no 
longer depend on fragmentary private 
philanthropy to deal with this national 
danger, but that organisation was in 
fact necessary to complete and co-ordi- 
nate sectional effort. Some such organi- 
sation as that suggested by the Resolution 
was necessary, in order to prevent over- 
lapping of agencies, to promote econo- 
mical and. efficient administration of 
funds, and to direct the 
cases of real need. At present in centres 
where the bump of philanthropy was 
largely developed and funds were forth- 
coming the children were cared for, but 
in other centres, where the local sense ot 
responsibility was dormant or funds 
were lacking, the children went unied 
and education was a failure. The Reso 
lution proposed to equalise this, though 
without discouraging private charity 
and voluntary effort. But no mere 
system, however good, would meet the 
case. It must be a system which could 
command the necessary funds, 


discovery of 


ixcellent systems existed in Vienna 
and Berlin, but they lacked funds and 
failed before they started. It was 
necessary that such an organisation 
should have official source and power. 
such as the local education author- 
itv, which should be empowered to 
supplement individual benevolence. Ow 
neighbours across the Channel had 
courage in matters of education. In 
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France they had adopted the prin- 
ciple that every child receiving instruc- 
tion at a State school should also be 
adequately nourished, at the public ex- 
if necessary. There were school 
ies in every arrondissement of 
Paris. and during the last year those 
societies provided 8,000,000 meals, at 
2 cost of £70,000, of which £5,000 was 
cherged on the rates, £20,000 was con- 
tributed by the parents in the purchase 
of coupons for meals, and £15,000 was 
contributed from voluntary — subserip- 
tions In Austria, Switzerland. and 
Belgium the balance of cost was supplied 
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pense, 














by voluntary subseriptions, but the 
dinners were organised and sanctioned 
by the State school authorities. But , 
here in Great Britain there was no com- | 
mi) principle of action; there were 
on! olated and sporadic Instances ot 
deeling with the question, and all sorts 


of different organisations. 


The Resolution suggested that loeal 
authorities should be empowered by 
law to make regulations for provid- 
ing for the nourishment of under-fed 
childre in school, and to make an 
alteration in the law te enable the 
local authorities, or possibly the guar- 
dians. to reeover the cost from the 
perents who could afford to pay. 
The information supplied by the school 


attendenee officers, coupled with that 
elreadv im the possession of the mana- 
gers and teachers. had been found in 
Lambeth to guarantee an almost abso- 
lute check against indiscriminate charity 
abuse. It had 
proved that a good breakfast could be 
for a dd., and a dinner for 14d. 


and economic been 


supplied 
Coupons should be issued for each meal ; 
should be alike. Many 
parents would purchase the coupons, 
but they should be given to those whom 
the school attendance officers reported 
as being absolutely unable to pay for 
them. Many parents now gave their 
children 13d. or 2d. to provide their 
own dinner, but the money was often 
very badly spent, and under such a 
system as he proposed these children 
would spend the money at the central 
hall where the meals were supplied. 
Many parents whose children now had 
their meals at home would be only too 
to buy the coupons in order to 
secure a better meal at a lower price 


all coupons 


Q 
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than it cost at home. There was 
no desire to absolve parents from the 
first and natural duty of providing food 
for their own children. The new system 
would bring home parental responsibi- 
lity in a way the present system did not, 
All the parents who were willing and 
able to pay would gladly buy the cou- 
pons ; those who were able but unwilling 
would be made to pay, and a call of the 
school attendance officer, especially if 
he were in uniform, would generally 
produce good results, while, in the words 
of the Report— 

“A few prosecntions of neglectful parents 
would have a most salutary and stimulating 
effec’. 

In Lambeth the Society for the Pre- 
vention of Cruelty to Children had 
rendered good service in bringing to 
book neglectful and criminal parents 
who had failed to do their duty in the 
wav of supplying food to their children 
It had been proved 


when able to do so. 


that safeguards eould be applied to 
such a system. It was necessary and, 


at the same time, possible, firstly, to 
protect the publie purse and not dis- 
courage private philanthropy, next, 
to do nothing to weaken the sense of 
parental responsibility and_ self-reliance 
among the people, and lastly, but by no 
means sacredly to preserve the 
self-respect of the children themselves. 


least, 


The funds necessary for this scheme 
might come from three and possibly four 
sources, first. from the parents them- 
selves; secondly, from voluntary con- 
tributions; thirdly, from the poor rate, 
and possibly, at some future time, it might 
be necessary to ask for grants from the 
Exchequer. But a very small levy to 
remedy this evil would amply repay the 
commonwealth who would thus secure 
value for their money, because the better 
health of the children would be secured, 
and better health meant increased in- 
telligence, brighter homes, a more con- 
tented people and more efficient workers, 
while at the same time a more regular 
attendance at school would be secured if 
meals were provided. It had been proved 
over and over again that where meals 
were provided in connection with the 
school, children attended much more regu- 
larly. Nothing disheartened a teacher 
so much as the frequent absence of 
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his scholars; the child forgot what 
it had already learned, and the teacher 
had to begin again, which was dishearten- 
ing to the teacher and unfair to the rest 


of the class. Working-class parents 
did make sacrifices for their children 
in this country, but where, through 


misfortune, illness, or accident, they were 
prevented or hampered in providing for 
their children, then they should be assisted 
without incurring the taint of pauperism. 
If parents were able to provide their 
children with food, but would not do so 
owing to their indulgence in drink, or in 
gambling, or through general thriftless- 
ness or indifference, their duty should 
be brought home to them as it ought 
to be. Let them not allow the children 
to go hungrv and start life handicapped 
for fear of the fetish of parental responsi- 
bility where it really did not exist. 


He had seen it stated in newspapers that 
there were other remedies for this evil, 
such as reforms in the incidence of taxa- 
tion, of the land laws, and in other 
ways, but he would point out that 
while those reforms were pending 
the children were suffering, money was 
being wasted, and the nation was de- 
teriorating. What was wanted was a 
remedial organisation which should be 
co-extensive with the evil. They could 
not graft education on to starvation. 
There was nothing revolutionary in his 
proposals, The law already restricted 
the control exercised by parents over 
their children, and compelled the 
attendance of the children at school. 
The ages, hours, and places of children’s 
employment were all limited by law. 
It was not sham Socialism but it was 
real patriotism and general Imperial- 
It was the shortage of men fit 
to serve in the Army that first drew 
attention to this deterioration and so 
to the indifferent physical condition of 
the children in the schools owing to the 
shortage of food. The futme of the 
Empire, the triumph in social progress, 
and freedom of the British race depended 
not so much upon the strengthening of 
the Army as upon fortifyiag the children 
of the State for the battle of life. They 
came back to the experience of the 


ism. 


Ancients that the mens sana depended 
largely upon the corpus sanum, that a 
well-nourished body was the essential con- 


Mr, Slick, 
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dition of efficient education, He appealed 
to the House, not only on the ground of 
ceonomy and efficiency in education, but 
he urged that they should not turn a 
deaf ear to the cry of these hungry 
little ones whom they had driven into 
the schools, but the tragedy of whose 
warped and hungry lives they were 
so slow to understand. He begged to 
move. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) said the House had listened 
to the speech of the hon. Member who 
had just sat down with the deepest 
interest. Few questions which had en- 
gaged the attention of the House had 
passed so rapidly from the domain of 
academic discussion to that of practical 
politics. According to one of the Poor 
Law inspectors. what happened new was 
that people who thoroughly able 
to provide food ior their children 
preferred to spend their money on gin and 
horse-racing. What the House wanted 
to know was had those parents 
prosecuted, and if they had not whether 
the children had been fed. He believed 
neither the one nor the other had been 
done, which showed that there was an 
evil which under the existing law should 
be immediately redressed.*;The blame 
for this state of things attached not only 
to the Government of the day, but to 
that Party which sought to supplant it. 
The Government of the day, although 
armed with an immense amount of evi- 
dence, with all the testimony which 
practical and scientific opinion could 
give upon the subject, said that nothing 
could be done except to issue a circular 
to the various local authorities of the 
kingdom, because further inquiry was 
necessary. The demand for further in- 
quiry was based upon the fact that a child 
attending school in a hungry condition 
was only one reason why the education 
of the poorer classes was ineffective. 
Slum dwellings, long hours, low wages, 
no wages, rural depopulation and alien 
immigration, had made ‘* Home” in 
most of the poorer parts of London and 
of the great towns, a misnomer: but if 
that was so the school feeding of the 
children had become more imperative 
than ever it was. It was no answer to 
say that by the gradual general im- 
provement in the country the ill-fed 


yere 


been 
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child would disappear. What they 
had to do now and here was to deal 
with, the underfed child and adopt as 
the ultimate remec iy those more gradual 
reforms which the Government seemed 
to rely on. Immediate steps should be 
taken to feed the children, because 
those gradual reforms to which he had 
alluded would take something like a 
generation to effect, and if the chile lren 
were leit as they were now, regara ing it 
as a cold-blooded commercial specula- 
tion, the money spent upon their educa- 
tion would be wasted, the result 
great dissatisfaction on the part of 
the ratepayers, while the children would 
erow to ine ompetent citizens. 


being 





from 
From the 
syllable of 


W} t ho spe could be og; athered 
either of the Front Benches? 
Freut Bench opposite not a 


Sympathy had come, not a breath of Ssug- 
gest on had emanated from that quarter 
} thstanding the famous statement 


that 13.600.000 of our lived 


people 


upon the verge of starvation. The 
Leaders of the Opposition showed 


children of this eoun- 
absence. It 


then interest i the 


tr A their conspicuous 


wis to the back benches of the Oppost- 
tion that they had to go to find com- 
muuty of feeling and unitv of ideas 


{ the 


sf clal 


with those on the Ministerial side « 
Hous: who believed that this 

reform was absolutely necessary if the 
peop] :in this ¢ suntry were to be prosper 

ous und healthy in the future. The au- 
thorities had the administration 
of the existing law could not be regarded 
either as the best friends of 
tive improvement in this matter. The 
education committee of the London 
County Council had just presented a re- 
port to the Council in which they did 
not even deal with the hon. Member for 
Camberwell in a kindly spirit, but de- 
scribed him and the right hon. Gentle- 
Member for the Cambridge 
Chiversity as * dangerous persons and 
outsiders exercising a demoralising effect 
among the scho we of the London 
County Councilschool inJohanna Street.” 
He might sav that that report was 
adopted in spite of the 
of the hon. Member f 
London County 


1 
Who 


legisla- 


mat the 


strong protest 
Battersea. The 

Council was the local 
vuthority responsible for more poor 
children than any authority in the world. 
They failed, however, to recognise that 
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the huge sums they were spending on 
education would, in the case of many 
thousands of children, be utterly wasted. 
As to the fear of destroying parental 
responsibility, that responsibility could 
not be exercised when the parent was 

ble to pay, and as matters now stood 
the neglectful parent was at liberty to 
starve his child. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would pass a measure this 
authorities power to 
deal with the matter. 


sesslol 


conferring on local 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


That, in the opinion of this House, 
local education authorities should be 
— (as unanimously recom 


yy the Inter-Departmental Com- 
Physical Delaricestiain 1904) 
to make provision, under such regula- 
tions and conditions as thev may decide, 
for ensuring that all the children at any 
public elementary their 
shall receive proper nourishment before 
being subjected to mental or physica! 
instruction, and jor recovering the cost, 
where expedient, from the parents 01 
guardians. —(Mr. Slae?.) 


mended | 
mittee on 


school in area 


*Sir GEORGE B AR’ TLEY (Islington, 
N.) deprecated any suggestion that 


this question was a Party matte 
and said it seemed to him that 1t was 
essentially a question which should 
be discussed sn ply 0} its merits 





Thev were igreed us to the existence 


of the evil, ‘the only 
to the best mode of 


difference was as 
treating it. He 
as an Amendment, that 
authorities should be 
provision for re- 
covering the cost the parents, 
and that when the parents are unable 
to defray the cost the relief be s1 pplied 
by the Poor Law.” It to hin 
that the introduction into ou! 


desired to move, 
local education 
empowered to make 


“trom 


seemed 
obvious 
schools of a system of feeding some of th« 
children would in a short time result in the 
whole of the children being fed. Woulé 
this really be henvhelal to the cow try 
or to the poor themselves ? Te admitted 
hungry children must be fed, but 
the existing law provided that, if the 
were not fed by their parents, that they 
at the public cost, at 
imposing disqualifica- 
purposes on the par- 
present. 


+}, + 
tliat 


should be fed 
the same time 
tions for certain 


ents. That was the law at 
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If the parent of every child who re- 
ceived this relief was to be regarded as 
a pauper, then it should be understood 
distinctly that this was the case. He 
understood, however, that that was not 
the intention, 


them look into the facts of 
Who were, after all, respon- 
sible for these children in the first 
instance? Surely they must acknow- 
ledge that the parents were responsible. 
It was all very well to talk in a somewhat 
loose way of parental authority, but 
were they going to recognise that the 
first duty of a parent to his children was 
not to be enforced, and were they going 
to relieve parents from this responsibi- 
lity ? By the acceptance of this Motion 
they would be undermining the very 
basis of the structure of society and 
sowing the seed for the absolute de- 
struction of the whole social fabric. The 
parents were without doubt responsible 
for the feeding of their children. His 
hon. friend had referred to a case in 
which an inspector stated that parents 
could carry out this responsibility if it 
were not for gin and _ horse-racing. 
Surely it was an extraordinary thing for 
them to pass a Resolution of this kind 
expressing pity and sympathy with 
these cases, whilst at the same time they 
acknowledged that the parents could 
feed their own children and yet did not 
feed them because gin and _ horse-racing 
prevented them. It was an extraordi- 
nary thing that the public shorld be 
asked to pay the expense of feeding 
these children while such a state of 
affairs existed. [Cries of “‘ No, no!”’] 
[In his opinion that was the whole point, 
for they were asking by this Resolution 
that the children should be fed literally 
at the public expense. If they could 
only get rid of a certain amount of cant 
could anyone say, looking at London, 
where at almost every corner even in the 
poor districts a public-house was flourish- 
ing and where nearly £20 was spent by 
every family per annum in alcohol, that 
drink was not the cause of much of this. 
It had been said that the rich ran up 
this amount spent on alcohol, but that 
was not so to such an extent as to in- 
validate this argument. It was not right 
that they should siv smooth and pleasant 
They should 


Let 


the case. 


things and ignore facts. 


Sir George Burley. 


{COMMONS} 
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not ignore the fact that in the city of 
London, with all its poverty, if they 
could only doaway with excessive drinking 
and betting there would be no need for any 
such proposal as was now being consi: red, 
Was it reasonable that they should 
pass legislation which tended to increase 
this evil? He said emphatically that 
what they wanted in order to make the 
people better was to increase their self 
reliance and self-restraint. He did not 
think it could be said that a measure 
suchjasjthis tended in}that direction. 


Years ago when free education was 
given it was said that doing away with 
school fees would make things very 
much easier, and would enable parents 
to spend more money upon better food. 
Had free education had that effect ¢ 
There might be many reasons why it 
was desirable to give free education, 
but had it really had the effect of en- 
abling the poor people to make their 
children more comfortable and to supply 
them with more food. He emphati- 
sally said that it was not so, and, as 
a matter of fact, at the present time 
there was no doubt that the feeding of 
school children was not as well carried out 
as it was when they paid a small fee. Was 
it not a startling thing that those who 
had gone into this matter so closely 


acknowledged that in spite of free 
education children were not so well 
fed. At the same time was it not 


a fact that the people were earning at 
the present time more money than they 
were earning when free education was in- 
troduced. If the people were now earning 
more wages, living better, spending more 
on drink, and paying no fees for educa- 
tion, it did seem to him a very serious 
matter that it should now be proposed 
to take from parents the burden and re- 
sponsibility of feeding their children. 
He did not himself wish to delay this 
discussion, and he only wished to make 
this formal protest. This was a sub- 
ject in which he had taken an immense 
interest, and he had spent a good many 
years of his life endeavouring to make 
people thrifty and trying to promote 
self-reliance amongst them. In _ his 
opinion the essential condition of pro- 
gress was self-reliance. This was the 
essential of our Christianity and of our 
very existence, and unless they could ia 
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some way or other induce the people ' 
to think of the future, to consider their 
wants, and generally to act in a way 
which would tend to relieve them from 
the necessity of living from hand _ to 
mouth; unless they could induce them 
to put by something for a rainy day, 
their position would become  gradu- 
ally more serious. 


oe 
So 


A proposal like the one before the 
House seemed to him to strike at the 
root of any real progress of the 
people. He agreed that where chil- 
dren could not be fed and where 
parents were so poor that they could 
not possibly feed them the State should 
come in. But the State did that already. 
No doubt the failure of anybody to 
provide for his own was a sad thing, but 
it was a sadder thing for the nation 
itself so to degenerate as to regard this 
ag almost a matter of course and not even 
to involve any consequences on the 
parents. The whole basis of this 
discussion was that they would be 
doing what was proposed without 
any taint of pauperism. Was it possible 
to relieve people at other people’s ex- 
pense without the taint of pauperism ! 
Were they not simply trying to delude 
themselves by such an argument. If 
they relieved a person by providing the 
cost of feeding his children they might 
eall it what they liked, bat that person 
would be receiving parish aid, and they 
could not avoid it. His view was that 
this was a proposal fraught with enor- 
mous danger and his Amendment would 
make it less objectionable. If it were 
made clear, as his Amendment made it 
clear, that all relief was to be obtained 
from the parent, and that only those 
parents who were absolutely unable to 
pay should be relieved, then the evil 
would be minimised, and it was for that 
reason that he moved his Amendment. 


‘Lhey had been talking a great deal about 
the physical deterioration of the peopl> 
No one regretted that more than he did, 
but what was infinitely worse was the 
mental and moral and social deteriora- 
tion of the people. This was a very 
serious question indeed, and although 
they were anxious in every way to do 
everything which was kind and right, he 
was sure hon. Gentlemen opposite would 
not think he had been induced to speak 


{18 Aprit 1905} 


Deterioration 546 


in this way other than by kindly feelings 
towards the poor. In his opinion it was 
not kind to the people to make them 
rely upon other people. On the contrary 
he thought it was the greatest unkind- 
ness they could do them, because it 
tended to demoralise them, and the true 
kindness was to make the poor know 
and feel their responsibility and im- 
press upon them the necessity of look- 
ing to the future before they married 
and had families. They ought to know 
that they would not be allowed to foist 
their responsibilities upon the public 
without the usual consequences. Nothing 
demoralised a nation more and nothing 
led to more unhappiness among people 
than to diminish their self-reliance, and 
he desired to enter his protest against a 
scheme which must sap the very founda- 
tions of national and social well-being. 
He did this in the interests of the people 
and mainly in the interests of the very 
poor. He protested against this scheme, 
because it seemed to him to be fraucht 
vith enormous danger unless it was 
accompanied by such an Amendment 
as he had the honour to move. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham), in seconding 
Amendment, said that the speech which 
they had just listened to was one well 
worthy of every consideratiop. It was 
very easy to get up in the House an] 
dilate upon feelings, which they all 
felt, of sympathy with the poor children 
who were underfed. To him, howeve*, 
it seemed much harder to get up and 
point out the evils which might arise 
from false philanthropy. Surely it was 
not true philanthropy to say to a voung 
man that he might go and murry at 
eighteen vears of age some girl of sixteen 
years of age; that he might have ten 
or twelve children and take no trouble to 
work for them, and then that somebody 
else who was married himself, and had 
done his best to provide his own children, 
should be called upon to contribute 
towards the maintenance of the children 
of other people. [‘ Hear, hear!” and 
laughter.] He really did not see what 
there was to cheer in that remark. 


the 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said that 
when the hon. Baronet stated that a 
man would provide his own children 
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he hoped he would allow him to cheer | points of agreement on this subject. 


that remark. 


FREDERICK BANBURY said 


that supposing, for the sake of argument, 


SIR 


the Amendment of his hon. friend Was | 


not carried and the Resolution of the 
hon. Member opposite 
what would be the result 7 


he recovered from the parents or guar- 
dians. What steps were being taken to 
ensure that it would be expedient / 
Pressure would be brought upon the 
guardians not to enforce this clause. 
Was it not human nature that if thev 
could get something for nothing they 
would trv to obtain it 2 
nature. 


children were being fed, they would 
naturally ask why they she uld pas 
themselves when their ehildren could | 
get a good breakfast or a dinner to 


hothing. 
should be done because 1t would improve 
the phvsieal condition of the childien. 


Tn his opilion good clothing Vas quite | 


as ‘ssarv for the physical develop- 


melt o 


ng To 


ec 
f children as good food. 
be held that thev were not 
to educate and feed but ; ti 
the And when all 
that had hee} done he supposed it would 
to see that they had proper 
shelter. for that was a very important 
element in their physical 
He had as much sympathy with poor 
people any hon. Gentleman opp site, 
but he had spoken as he had because 
he helieved in all sincerity that the 
very worst thing thev covld do in that 
House was to destroy the habit of self- 
reliance. 


t Go 
it g 


only 1 


bel 
clothe children 2 


he hecessarv 


condition, 
ia 


iS 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the words ‘ where expedient 
from the parent or guardians,’ in order to add 
the words * from the parents, and that when the 
parents are unable to defray the cost the reliet 
be supplied by the Poor Law,’ ’—(Sir Georg 
Bartley. J\—instead thereof. 

4 6 ryt 4 

Question proposed, “That 
props sed to be left cut stand part 
the Question. 


he words 


ot 


Dr. MACNAMAR: 


would endeavour 


(Camberwell, N.) 
to seek for 


acs 
said he 


Mr. Crooks. 


was adopted, | 
The hen, | 
Member opposite had guarded his pro- | 
posal by saving that if it was expedient | 
then the cost of feeding children should ! 


That was human | 
li people discovered that their | 


It had been argued that this | 


Was | 


| charge. 
jreason he preferred the Resolution to 
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He 
| thought thev would all agree that there 
were many children who did go to school 
dav by day suffering from lack of food, 
and that their unhappy condition called 
ifor prompt and earnest consideration 
‘on the part of the House. They were 
all agreed, he thought, that bread was 
mcre important to them than even the 
three R’s. It must be agreed that it 
vas torture to endeavour to teach the 
children when they were hungry, and 
that much of our educational expenditure 
from rates and taxes was necessarily 
| wasted because of the physically unfit 
condition of the children. They did 
agree, most honestly and sincerely, that 
they must do nothing to undermine 
parental responsibility. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY : Then why 
not accept my Amendment ? 


Dr. MACNAMARA said _ he 
point out where he thought the hon. 
Baronet’s Amendment was objectionable. 
The hon. Baronet’s Amendment would 
throw the cost, where it was inexpedient 
to recover it from the parents, upon each 
parish. If it was left to the education 
authority, then they made it a county 
For that, for 


would 


and no other, 


| the Amendment. There was no qitestion 
of principle involved. He would pursue 
the parent with the utmost rigour of the 
law if he brought children into the world 
jor his own pleasure and then neglected 
to provide for them. 


SIR Would 


pauper ¢ 


GHORGE BARTLEY : 


you agree to make the parent a 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that, in the 
ease of the parent who could make pro- 
vision for his children but through thrift- 
lessness or drunkenness or immoral living 
failed to do so, he would searify him. 
The Guestion of cost was a serious one, 
and a contribution from the Exchequer 
woul » necessity ; but that a private 
Member could not it would, 
he hoped, some day be a Government 
The one outstanding point 
of difference seemed to be whether this 
matter should be dealt with by private 
charity or become a public obligation. 


d De § 


propose id 


proposal. 








He began consideration of the subject 
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twenty years ago, feeling confident that 
it should be dealt with by charity ; but 
by hard facts he had been driven to the 
opinion that it should be a matter of 
publie obligation, with every effort to 
obtain payment from a parent where 
payment was possible. For the charity 
that had provided funds for school meals 
every educationalist was most grateful ; 
but charity broke down in time of great 
stress, and, moreover, it was the very 
method for emasculating the sense of 
parental responsibility to which so much 
importance was attached. Correspon- 
dents well acquainted with the facts 
had written to him insisting that there 
should be searching examination into 
the clreumstances of a parent or guardian, 
hecause it had been the habit of careless 
parents not to provide their children 
with food knowing they would get meals 
from the fund. This was a demoralising 
system, and it was Inadequate, for the 
contributions fell off as the winter passed, 
though the fact was that many of the 
poorer classes suffered severely from 
absence of work in the holiday season. 
With regard to the Johanna Street 
School, Sir Charles Elliott had written a 
testimonial saying how well the fund 
at that school had been organised, how 
carefully the charity was distributed 
in such a way as not to cause demorali- 
sition; a report of one of the relieving 
otlieers of the Lambeth Guardians upon 
the feeding of the children at this school 
stated that some of the parents visited 
stated that they did not give their children 
tood before going to school because they 
knew that if they did not do so they 
would receive it at the school. There 
the whole case at once. This 
wonderful system of charity was just 
the very scheme which influenced parents 
to send their children to school hungry 
in order to get free meals, because they 
knew that the hand of charity would 
deal with them there. He had received 
two interesting letters upon this subject. 
The first he would read was from Fathe1 
Brown, who knew the poor of South 
London as well as any man living and 
who was a member of the London School 
soard for many years. He wrote— 


Was 


* On the 16th November, 1897, I moved the 
following resolution at the London School 
Board :— That it is expedient that the Board 


shall have power to supplement voluntary 


VOL. CXLY. [Fourrs Serizs.] 
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effort for the purpose of preventing the under- 
feeding of children who are compelled to attend 
public elementary schools in cases where it 
may be necessary.’ This was rejected by 
twenty-eight votes to fifteen, the main reasons 
brought forward by its opponents being the 
alleged sufficiency of existing voluntary effort, 
and the undesirableness of an education 
authority dealing with matters which should 
be within the scope of a Poor Law administra- 
tion. My views have not changed since 1897, 
and I should be prepared to support a similar 
motion were [ still » member of the London 
Education Authority. As the Progressive 
Party on the Council decline to have me on 
that authority I am unable now to advocate 
the cause, but I may say that I have always 
felt that any system of providing meals for 
children in the schools would have to be safe- 
guarded by searching examination into 
the circumstances and means of _ the 
parents or guardians, and by vigorous 
methods of compulsion towards those who were 
proved to be careless or neglectful of their 
parental duties. It is true that voluntary 
effort in some districts fully meets the needs 
of the case, but it is also true that the efficiency 
of any voluntary organisation depends very 
largely upon varying earnestness and 
capability of those to whom the work of in- 
vestigation and = distribution is entrusted. 


the 


[ see that your Motion provides for the cost 
of the feeding being recovered from parents 
or guardians who are able to pay for it. I hope 


that if any practical proposal is brought for- 
ward by you or your friends, that it will be 
made clear that this condition will be un- 
flinchingly insisted upon, and that parents 
who fail in their duty will incur the disabilities 
now attached to Poor Law relief. One of the 
weakest spots in the existing voluatary system 
of providing meals for underfed children is 
that no steps can be taken to prevent thriftless 
and dissolute parents from throwing the burden 
of supporting their children on to charitable 
agencies without incurring any penalty or 
disability for their gross neglect.” 


He entirely and emphatically associated 
himself with Father Brown’s view. That 
was the present system and thev desired 
to modify it. He had received another 
letter that morning equally interesting. 
His hon. friend who moved this Resolution 
referred to Mr. W. H. Libby, the secre- 
tary of the East Lambeth Teachers 
Association Scholars Free Meal Fund, 
who had worked so industriously in this 
cause. Uponthis question he had written 
him a letter in which he said— 

“JT have very much pleasure in giving you 
my opinion as regards charitable agencies. 
In the first place they are inadequate because 
they only profess to meet the needs during the 
winter months. There are, however, many 
employments, such as gas workers, poor widows 
engaged in laundry work and charing, who find 
when the summer months approacn work gets 
slacker. During July, August, and September, 
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when the wealthier and middle classes are 
holiday-making, these poor folk find their work 
gone; consequently these months are looked 
forward to with positive dread. It seems 
strange to us—I am speaking of those who do 
not think of how the poor live, and I was one 
of them until I knew—but a holiday which is 
looked forward to with longing and pleasure 
by certain classes is to thousands of the poor 
a period of intense anxiety and suffering. 
It is then that their bit of work is gone and 
arrears of rent run up. We often think more 
of our favourite cat’s welfare during a holiday 
than the charwoman’s boy or girl. There 
is no charitable agency which is capable of 
properly meeting the needs of underfed children 
during the whole year round. These agencies 
are only popular as long as the weather is such 
as to stimulate charity.” 
The letter went on to show how this 
system was inefficient and demoralising. 
He cordially endorsed his hon. friend’s 
view in regard to the Parisian scheme. 
What he would suggest was that thev 
should schedule the poor areas of each 
town and link about hali-a-dozen schools 
together for this purpose. They could 
give each area a central dining hall and 
supply the parents with coupons which 
should be given to the children before 
they came to the school. The system 
in vogue in Paris resulted in 8,000,000 
meals being supplied at a cost of £70,000, 
£45,000 of which came out of the rates and 
the rest from voluntary contributions. 
At the time of Waterloo there was a 
popular doggerel which ran— 
“Two skinny Frenchmen, 
And one Portuguee ; 
One brawny Englishman 
Was a match for all three.’ 
But he feared that if the present condi- 
tion of things was allowed to continue the 
skinniness would become the mark of the 
Englishman and the brawn the possession 
of the foreigner. 


, 


The point he and his friends wanted 
to make clear was that they were 
entirely against the undermining of 
parental responsibility. Their scheme 
would develop parental responsibility. 
He believed that conscience could be 
developed by legislation in these cases. 
The Edueation Act of 1870 made it com- 
pulsory for parents to send their children 
to school, and under the law of compul- 
sion they did it. The result was that a 
class were coming to school to-day who 
would never have come except under 
compulsion. If the compulsory clause 
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say it should be—a large number of 


‘parents would send their children to 


school because the law had developed 
the sense of moral obligation. In the 
same way his hon. friend the Member for 
Peckham would find in this matter that 
if parents were made to do their duty 
under compulsion, the habit - brought 
about by compulsion would become a 
moral obligation. The Motion before the 
House was a very simple one, and he 
hoped the Parliamentary Secretary would 
be able to say on behalf of the Govern- 
ment that they were yoing to accept it. 
In 1807 Mr. Whitbread moved a Motion 
in the House of Commons that it was 
the duty of the House to take into con- 
sideration the intellectual development 
of the people. The hon. Gentleman was 
described as a pestilential fellow, and 
his ' Motion was rejected by a large 
majority. It was considered then that 
it was right enough to teach the 
people to read, but to teach them to 
write and to do arithmetic meant the 
undermining of the foundations ot society, 
Yet to-day the nation was spending 
£20,000,000 a year upon the intellectual 
development of the people. To-night, 
again, the phrase “undermining the 
foundations of society ” was heard in thie 
House of Commons. But he asked the 
Government who had appointed Royal 
Commissions to inquire into disease 
among grouse and for the improvement 
of horse-breeding to give some considera- 
tion to the children of the nation. 


* Str W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dartford) 
said he did not wish t» vote on this 
Motion without giving his reasons, He 
had had the honour for some years to 
represent a constituency which ran into 
the Metropolitan area. It represented 
a quarter of the area of the Metropolis, 
and, interested as he was in the subject 
of education, it would be impossible for 
him to look with indifference on this 
great and growing evil. He had always 
felt very anxious concerning it. He had 
been aware for many vears that a great 
mass of sickly and stunted children were 
hurried into the primary schools who were 
unfit, both in regard to body and brains, 
to receive any education whatever. He 
had read the Report very carefully, and, 
although he was aware that the evil 


were abolished to-morrow—he did not | was in existence, the Report startled 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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him very considerably indeed. The 
Report was made not by those who ap- 
proiched this question from the point oi 
view of any crotchet or fad; it was the 
Report of a very Committee 
inleed. The members of it were not only 
thoroughly fit to deal with such a question 
but they were thoroughly able to sift the 
evidence on both sides, and to come to a 
determination in a careful and jadicial 
manner. The Report teemed with evi- 
dence showing that this question 
demanded early settlement, and, knowing 
what he did concerning these matters, he 
found himself absolutely unable to say 
‘No” to the Resolution before the 
House. The evil was there, and in seek 
inza remedy the first thing they ought 
to ask was—What does it all lead to? 
He had been told that if they were going 
to feed children they must a!so clothe 
them. He did not think that need be 
necessary if proper precautions were 
taken. In the first place a vast’ amount 
of voluntary had been 
on for many vears Concerning this evil. 
(ne thing certain was that so far as the 
Metropolis was concern +d voluntary eifort 
could only touch a very sma!l percentage 
of the evil, and he was not sura, as had 
been hinted in the debate, that in such a 
population as that of the Metropolis 
voluntary effort might not be som:what 
other towns with more 
areas it could be carried out 
with complete success. Tne State com- 
pelled children to attend school and that 
made the case distinct from any other. 


strong 


effort going 





dungerous. In 


restricted 


liverything, to his mind, depended upon 
the machinery which they could apply to 
this case. It must be a s/ne qua non that 
such a machinery should provide a 
thorough and complete test of the position 
and respoasibilities of the parent ; and he 
thought the wording of the Resolution 
should be extended so as to bring in the 
aid of inspectors of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. Surely, however, the House 
had solved more difficult problems than 
this, and what had been done with success 
in Birmingham could be done in London. 
In a report with regard to the work 
done in Birmingham he found the 
following— 

**TIn considering the principles on which they 
would act it was decided in the first place that 


only those should be helped who could expect 
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practically nothing if it was not given to them: 
and secondly, that only such a meal should be 
given as would not compete inany way with the 
meal which could be provided even in a very 
poor home. It was next decided that cases for 
help should be selected with the greatest care. 
This is done by three different people—by the 
head teacher of the school, by the class teacher 
lass the boy or girl is. and by the 
visiting officer. The co-operation of these three, 
Dr. Airy states, has been so successful that he 
dovs not believe there has been 5 per cent., or 
anything like it, of abuse.” 


Dterioration. 





in whose 





Tn Glisgow also a poor cillren’s dinner 
table had been est ibUshed with co nplete 
suceess. Whit could be done at Birming- 
ham could with more careful inspection 
be done in all the s:hools of the Metro- 
polis. As to parents who neglected their 
duties it could not be a bad thing for the 
State to put pressure on them, and if 
continued — daily 
upon them with resnect to their obliza- 
{i018 verVv great sood might result. He 
would not suyport the Resolution if he 
did believe that some hi 


machinery 
could be devised to earry 1t out. 


pressure were put 


not 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 


said there was one feature of the debate 


which was entirely new. It was no 
longer said that this matter should be 
left to private charity. The dispute at 


the present moment between those who 
supported and oppo-ed tie Motion was 
as to whether the money necessary was 
to come from the education fund or the 
poor tund. That was a very important 
point gained. He understood the conte 1- 
tion of the hon. Baronet who moved the 
Amendment was that the parents whose 
children had to be provided for were in 
a condition of poverty beeaase of their own 
thriftlessnexs and intemperate habits. He 
desired emphatically to protest 
against that assumptioa. The investiga- 
tions made by Mr. Booth in London, and 
Mr. Rowntreeat York, proved conclusively 
that one-third of the population were in 
poverty not because they were intem- 
perate or they indulged in 
betting, but the wages they 
received were uot sufficient to provide 
them with the reyuirements of comfort 
and decency. Were people in that con- 
dition to be punished twice, first by 
denying them a living wage in exchange 
for their labour, and next by pauperising 
them? A great deal had been heard 
about parental responsibility. If parents 
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realised their responsibilities properly 
the House would not be discussing this 
question to-night. What the supporters 
of the Motion desired was to develop 
parental responsibility. In this cennec- 
tion he would quote the opinion of a 
man Whose testimony would be accepted. 
Dr. Chalmers, medical officer of health 
for the city of Glasgow, at a recent 
conference on this question, used these 
words— 
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lf we accused the casual and inefficient of 
failing in his duty to the State, might not we 
in turn quite reasonably ask why the State 
acquiesced in conditions affecting his childhood 
which made him inefficient and dependent 
upon casual labour ?” 

The point made by Dr. Chalmers was 
that if they starved people in their child- 
hood the next effect was they grew up 
with weakened will and loss of self- 
respect. It was absurd to expect any 
strong sense of parental responsibility 
on the part of men and women 
who grew up under those conditions. 
What the Motion proposed was that 
so far as feeding was concerned the 
conditions should be supplied which 
would make it possible for a child 
te develop a healthy body without loss of 
self-respect. He quoted from the report 
of acommittee which was investigating 
this problem in North and North-West 
London schools to show that in a St. 
Pancras school 141 children came from 
116 families where the father was out of 
work, and fifty-eight children belonged 
to forty four fatherless families. In- 
dividual cases also disclosed inability 
through lack of work to provide properly 
for the children. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY said he did 
not wish to say anything hard in regard 
to these cases. Tf they received relief 
from public charity, or public alms, that 
did not effect the fact that they were 
pauperised. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said there was a) 
and got rid of ‘‘timorous counsels and 


very real difference. Pauperism was 
the taint which they attached to those 
who were in want through their own lack 
of thrift. That was the sense in which 
every Member of this House desired to 
see the taint of pauperism applied. But | 


would any Member ofthe House say that 
if a respectable and sober man and wife | 
got into destitute circumstances through | 


Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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no fault of their own they were to be 
pauperised as they had seen lately, 


Srr GEORGE BARTLEY: You ecan- 


not help it. 


Mr. KETR HARDIE said they could 
help it. They were not tied down to 
the Poor Law relief. They had the option 
of giving relief from the education rate 
and the borough rate, and by that means 
they could remove from the relief given 
the stigma that attached to relief given 
in connection with the administration of 
the Poor Law. Ti the hon. Member did 
not want to say hard things he would 
withdraw his Amendment and 
& unanimous vote to be given on this 
question. As to the argument of 
parental responsibility he ventured to 
say that the children of hon. Members 
on both sides of the House were sent to 
boarding schools where meals and 
accommodation were provided for them, 
and the home life of the families was 
broken up for six or seven months of 
the year. The provision of school meals 
for which the parents would pay when 


a llow 


able would no more interfere with 
parental responsibility and family 
ties than did the provision for hon. 
Members’ families at boarding schools. 
The Education Department — and 
the Local Government Board should 
be more helpful pending legislation 


In the Inter-Departmental Committee’s 
Report on Physical Deterioration there 
was a paragraph which stated that— 
“In the carrying out of their recommenda 
tions for the rectification of acknowledged evil 
the Committee do not rely upon any large 
measure of legislative assistance: the law may 
with advantage be altered and elaborated in 
certain respects, but the pathway to improve 
ment lies in another direction. Complacent 
optimism and administrative indifference must 
be attacked and overcome, and a large-hearted 
sentiment and public interest take the place of 
timorous counsels and sectional prejudice.” 
He maintained that if the two Depart- 
ments were to lay that sentence to heart, 


sectional prejudice,” and faced the ques- 
tion boldly, they could do something 
immediately to relieve the situat on. 
Afterwards they could have such legis!a- 
tion as was necessary to enable the educa- 
tion authorities to lay the foundation on 
which to build up an educated citizen- 
ship. They denied the opportunity to 
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men of earning wages, and then they 
penalised the children because the parent 
had not earned sufficient wages to main- 
tin them in health. He hoped that 
the result of this debate would be that 
2 new Spirit would be infused into 
the Department, and that the scandal 
and disgrace of children starving in 
the midst of plenty would be ended. 


Sirk JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said that thanks to the Answer 
of the President of the Local CGovern- 
ment Board there was no longer any 
doubt as to the rights of these hungry 
children. They had a nght to be fed at 
the public expense and immediately, 
jute irrespective of the character of their 
p: rents, as soon as their destitute con- 
lition was known. ‘That right had been 
very imperfectly satisfied; and for years 
these children had been defrauded of the 
relief to which they were legally entitled. 
But now the right was established it was 
for the Board of Education to make it a 
little easier for the chillren to get what 
they were entitled to. The first thing 
the Board could do was to establish 
medical inspection in all the schools. If 
the medical profession were once let into 
the schools most of what he and others 
‘ontended for would follow. Tae Board 
could give notice in one Code, and enforce 
in the next, that no grant would b» made 
to any school which did not provide a 
system of medical inspe tion satisfctory 
to the Board. ‘That had been done in 
the case of the provision of cloak rooms ia 
tie schools. He only feared that the 
Hoard was now endeavouring to frame 
s0.ue universal system of medical in- 
section to be applied to all schools alike. 
Nothing could be a greater mistake than 
that. He hoped the Board of Education 
vould contine itself to requiring medical 
luspeetion approved by them, and leave 
it to the particular loc:lity, which 
must necessarily be much better able to 
do so, to construct the particular 
schem: most appropriate to that place. 
They also wanted the Board of Educa- 
tion to go a step further. At preset 
the food whica those children were 
entitled to, and which, he supposed, ina 
ro indabout way they would now pro- 
cure—because there ought not to be a 
single hungry child in an elementary 
schoo] if the law enunciatel by the 
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President of the Local Government Board 
were carried into execution—came from 
the Poor Law authovcities. It would be 
very much more convenient, expeditious, 
and free from Poor Law taint, if it was 
provided by the education authorities. 
[n the case of Bradford, he believed they 
gave a salary to the Lord Mayor ex- 
press!y for that purpose. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: They after- 
wards withdrew it; the Liberals would 


not let them have it. 


Str JOHN GORST said he knew that 


in other cases thers had been con- 
tributions from the rates. What was 
asked now was that th: Board of 
Mducation should, at all events next 


vear, give power t» the local authority, 
if they thought fir, to spend ths education 
rate in the provision of dinners and 
other meals at their Un- 
fortunately, th» Committee just appointed 
to reconsider th: recommendations of 
the other strong Committe? was expressly 
from recommending any kind 
schoo! meals which 
woull be a charge upon the rates. That 
shut them off from what everybody who 
had spoken in that debate wished to be 
doig by the education authority. 
Kxtrem> zal was displayed by some 
people for the reformation of the thriftless 
parent, but in that matter he cared 
mos: for the vhild, believing that to be 
good economy and gool Imperialism, 
[t was the svstem of voluntary charitable 
relief which was realy undermiaing 
parental responsibilicy. If the thing 
was done by the public authority, the 
provision of school meals could be pre- 
veated from ia any way interfering with 
parental responsibility 


schools. 


debarre | 


ot provision of 


*Toe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ro trHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Wittram Anson, Oxford University) 
said he was glad to hear the mover of the 
Resolution siy that this was not a Party 
question. They were all agreed that it 
was a question in which they had a 
common interest. It appealed to them 
on two sides—on the economical side, 
because the immense sums which were 
spent on education were not profitably 
spent if the children were not ina condi- 


tion to receive the instruction which was 








Physical 
offered to them, and on the side of human 
sympathy, because they all desired that 
the poor children in these slum schools 
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should get their teaching under as javour- | 


able conditions as could be provided 
for them without the 
involved in a large system either of 
private benevolence or of public charity, 


There were one or two features in the 
Report of the Departmental Committee 
which were of a more cheering character 
than some hon. Members had admitted. 
One of the most satisfactory features 
was that we were improving in 
physique and not going back. Another 
feature of the Report that had been 
forgotten by some hon. Members who 
bad spoken of the hardship of driving 
these children into public elementary 
schools was that there was evidence 
given before the Committee to the 
effect that the physique of the children, 
whether fed or unfed, steadily improved 
during the time they were present in the 
public elementary schools. 

When they were asked to carry into 
effect the unanimous recommendation of 
the Departmental Committee that local 
authorities should be empowered to make 
definite provisions “under such regula- 
tions and conditions as they might de- 
cide,” he must call the attention of the 
House to the actual terms of the Report 
and of the recommendation. The unani- 
mous recommendation of the Physical 
Deterioration Committee was that the 
Iccal authorities should make definite pro- 
visions, not as they might decide, but in 
accordarce with the methods indicated in 
paragraphs 358 to 265 of the Report. In 
these paragraphs the Committee stated 
that there was no doubt that a large 
number of children habitually attended 
school underfed, that the number varied 
locally with the time of vear and the con- 
ditions of employment, that it was not 
likely to increase, and that they saw 
various causes at work which would lead 
to its diminution. In a very large 
number of cases voluntary organisation, 
with the support of local bedies, was 


demoralisation | 


sufficient for the purpose, and so long | 


as this was the case they would strongly 
deprecate recourse being had to direct 
municipal essistance. Therefore, con- 
trary to what they had heard that 


night, the Committee definitely .recom- | 


Sir Will’am Anson, 
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mended that, so long as organised 
charity could do the work, recourse 
should not be had to direct municipal 
assistance. The Committee went on to 
say that circumstances did arise which 
called for more immediate aid, and they 
endorsed the recommendation of thie 
Royal Commission on Physical Training 
to the effect that local authorities should 
be empower+d to provide for the prepara- 
tion and cooking of meals as a charge 
incident to schoo] management, but only 
where it was found necessary to provide 
forthem. They went on to say that the 
combination of local resources and 
voluntary effort might be usefully em- 
ployed in certain cases, The Committee 
also contemplated a state of things in 
which these arrangements might still be 
inadequate, and in these cases, they said, 
it might be expedient to promote the 
application of the municipal aid on a 
larger scale, not ‘“‘as the local authority 
mivht decide,” but subject to the consent 
of the Board of Education and with the 
concurrence of the Poor Law authorities. 
There was another paragraph which 
dealt with a large group of cases to which 
insuflicient attention had been given—thie 
cases of children placed in the category 
of “retarded.” The Committee thougiit 
they might be dealt with by means of 
special schools ; but whether such schools 
should be established, or the children 
should be merely treated as underfed, 
must be left to the Iccal education 
authority, acting with the concurrence 
of the Poor Law authorities. The 
Committee wound up by saying that 
by this means protection was given 
against the dangerous doctrine that 
free meals were a necessary concomitant 
cf education. These recommendations 
indicated limitaticns to the application 
of municipal support and a number of 
safeguards that were absent from the 
Resolution be’ore the House. 


He dealt first with the cases of 
children who came to school under- 
fed or were alleged to be underied. 
It was exceedingly difficult to be on 
sure ground in ascertain‘ng ihe num- 
ber of these cases. As was said by 
a lady of great experience in these 
matters in a letter published in the 
Manchester Guardian on April 8th, it was 
only those who spent much time with 
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the children and their parents, and were 
able to behind the scenes and did 
not judge by appearances of poverty, 
who were able to get at the actual facts. 
Charitable people were often misled by 
appearances, and something of the kind 
seemed to have occurred in regard to 
the distinguished party visiting the 
Johanna Street School. Ninety-six chil- 
were reported, 
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i: JOHN GORST said that was not so. 
A list was given to the Lambeth Board 
of Guardians and certified by Dr, 
Hutchinson, but these were not the cases 
reported by his party. 


Dr. MACNAMARA asked what the 
hon. Baronet was quoting from. 
*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he was 


quoting from the report of the relieving 
officer who followed in the track of the 
deputation. These were cases of alleged 
underfed children attending Johanna 
Street School belonging to fifty - six 


jamiies. In twenty-five of these cases 


there was evidence that the children 
were fed; in eleven cases there was 


no direct evidence that they were fed, 
but there was evidence implying it, 
end showing that the parents had 
means to feed them; in ten cases 
the parents were very poor, and he 
would not deny that the whole report 
presented an aspect of distressing 
poverty ; In these ten cases some of the 
parents were receiving Poor Law relief, 
and in ten cases the relieving officer could 
ascertain nothing, He called attention to 
some of the cases. One case was that of 
a man in full work, earning 5s. a day. 
He had five children. There had been 
no necessity to apply for relief, and 
there was no desire to do so. In an- 
other case a woman who certainly was 
poor, with one child, stated that her 
boy always had a good breakfast and 
dinner befere going to school. The boy 
had informed the relieving officer that 
he had no food that morning. There 
Was a case in which the father, a farrier, 
earned 25s, a week, and when in full 
work 35s. The children had gone to 
school without food when they knew 
that food would be given them. 
another 
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not be fed at school as well as the chil- 
dren of other people. There was a case 
in which the earnings of the family 
amounted to 73s. a week, and yet the chil- 
dren were allowed to receive food at the 
school. He thought that report showed 
that apparent destitution at the school 
was no real test of the condition of the 
home. He did not deny distress; he 
did not deny necessity, even urgent 
necessity, forrelief in certain cases. But 
he did maintain that there was great 
risk of exagyeration where visitors judged 
from the mere aspect of the school and 
had not the time or leisure to go to the 
home and ascertain the actual circum- 
stances and what the parents did for 
the children 

What was wanted the result of 
the consideration of this question, was 
that if the parents neglected to pro- 
children the Poor 


as 


vide meals for the 
Law should intervene, but, if there was 
accidental distress, one wuuld wish to 
see that remedied by voluntary ettort 
organised by the local authority. They 
did not want a duplication or triplication 
of effort among the local authority, 
the Poor Law, and organised charity. 
His right hon. friend the President of the 
Local Government Board was about to 
issue to the guardians of Poor Law unions 
throughout the country an order to this 


effect, that upon application, either 
through managers or teachers em- 


powered by managers or through au 
officer empowered by the local education 
authority, the guardians might relieve 
children who were not supplied with 
adequate food. This might be given by 
way of loan to the father recoverable as 
such relief was recoverable, and the relief 
would be given after notice to the father 
if the case was not urgent; if the case 
was urgent, relief would be given at once 
and notice would be served on the father 
alterwards. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Will that reliet 
entail disenfranchisement of the parent ¢ 


Str WILLIAM ANSON said, clearly. 
If a man did not feed his children, or 
was unable to feed them, and left that 
undertaken by the, Poor 


week did not see why his children should | | ability of the Poor Law. 
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Mr. KETR HARDIE: In the case of 
a loan ? 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said that was 
one form of relief, and the circular letter 
accompanying this order issued by the 
Local Government Board would call the 
attention of the guardians to the pro- 
priety of prosecuting parents for neglect, 
if, after the first period of relief had 
expired—a month—the children were 
-till left without adequate nourishment. 
That was what the Local Government 
Board had undertaken to do, but the 
Hoard of Education would circulate the 
order, and the circular letter of the Local 
Government Board accompanying it, 
among the local education authorities, 
and at the same time, they should send 
a covering letter explaining the purport 
of the order and the circular, and they 
should invite the local authorities to 
distinguish between cases of permanent 
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destitution, which were objects for the | 


Poor Law in its ordinary course; cases of 
neglect which would be subject to 
the special order now issued by the 
local Government Board; and 
oi temporary or accidental loss of 
income arising from illness or want of 
employment, which should be properly 
dealt with by the charity, which was 
always available if properly organised by 
the local education authorities. They 
were, further inviting local education 
authorities to organise inquiry by 
managers and teachers into the condition 
of the children at the schools and of the 
homes from which the children came, so 
that the relief, where necessary, should 
be given properly and where it was due. 


Cases 


He did not think that these measures 
-rought them to the end ofthe difficulty. 
Thev did meet the case of children who 
came to school hungry. The hungry 
children would be fed either by organised 
charity or by the guardians if the parent 
veglected them; but there was a much 
jarger Class of cases not s9 easy to enu- 
merate, and which he would endeavour 
to.describe by reference to two documents 
—one the report of a sub-committee of 
the education committee of the London 
County Council after a visit to the 
‘ohanna Street Schools. They said that 


if any weight were to be attached to such | 


sumMary investigations as those of Dr. 
Hutchinson, the natural conclusion would 
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be that the supply of meals at school was 
‘not alone sufficient to build up a sound 
bodily frame for children poorly clothed, 
ill-nurtured, and badly housed, and, to 
come again to Miss Dendy’s letter to the 
Manchester guardians, she said that nine- 
tenths of the irretrievable harm done to 
children was done by improper food before 
they were three years old, This state of 
things, she said, could not be cured by 
any wholesale method. of gi ving food by 
charity or by the State. How then 
were they to ascertain the nature and the 
extent of the evil which  prevaile| 
throughout the schools? It was not the 
result of the child’s coming hungry to 
school day after dav; it was not the 
result of the present lack of means; it 
was the result of bad clothing, bad 
housing, bad feediig from the time that 
the child was an infant. He hop d the 
Board of Education would shortly, as the 
result of a larger scheme for the employ- 
ment of women inspectors, be able to 
publish a series of interesting reports by 
women inspectors who had inquired into 


the condition of infant schools. 


But the root of the matter,seemed to 
lie in medical inspection ; and what they 
must first ask was, What were the exi-ting 
powers Of local authorities as to medical 
inspection and what was being done by 
them. The Departmental Committee 
was Inquiring as to what was now being 
done, and with what result, by those local 
authorities which had undertaken medical 
inspection, 
perhaps, not aware that local authorities 
might now appoint nurses and medical 
officers to inspect the children attending 


Some hon. Members were, 


their schools. Every administrative 
county might appoint a medical 
Officer, and every rural and = urban 
sanitary district must  haye a 


medical officer; and it was worth con- 
sidering how far the existing maclinery 
could be utilised for this purpose before 
they introduced any such measure as to 
require local authorities to establish 
medical officers of their own in every 
school, Many hon. Members were made 
constantly and painfully aware o! the 
heavy incidence of the rate for education 
and the cost ot 


medical inspection, which would be very 
heavy, Was not at all easy to ascertain. 
In order to ascertain it inquiry must first 








Ea a a a oe 


sas Ht OO} © 


QO 











565 Physical 


be made as to what had happened among 
those local authorities—London, Brad- 
ford, end others—who emploved medical 
oficers. He thought they should have 
some notion of the liabilities that would 
be imposed by such a requirement, and 
he for one, should hesitate before he be- 
came responsible for the introduction of 
such an article in the Code as compulsory 
medical inspection, glad as he would be to 
see medical inspection carried out. As at 
present advised, the Board of Education 
was not likely to lay down any scheme of 
medical inspection of its own. He was 
sure it would be better for local 
authorities to devise their own scheme, 
knowing as they did that the character of 
it must differ very widely in different parts 
of the country. 


As regarded the treatment of children, 
not merely hungry to-dav. but ill- 
nurured from infancy, the  Inter- 
Departmental Committee would — en- 
deavour to ascertain whether voluntary 
effort organised by the local authorities 
could not work out a scheme without 
casting any special burden on the rates. 
‘There was no reason why local authorities 
who were so inclined should not devote 
certain of their schools to the education 
of children who were incapable of doing 
the ordinary work in a public elementary 
school, who required to spend less time 
at their books, and more in the work of 
their hands, who required more regu- 
larity in feeding, and to whom it would 
be a hardship to put them in com- 
petition with other children whose early 
days had been more happily and prosper- 
ously spent. The evidence, so far as he 
could gather, was that in London there 
must be something like 60,000 such 
children; but figures were very difficult 
to obtain. He hoped further information 
might be obtained from the Report of 
the Committee as to the possibility of 
meeting their needs without laying any 
special burden on the rates. 


As to the future, the Board were 
endeavouring to organise teaching ‘in 
regard to the ordinary habits of 
life which might induce the parent 
of the future to deal more sensibly 
with his children than the parents of the 
past had done. They were endeavouring 
to adapt the teaching of cookery to the 


circumstances of those who were taught. | 
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As regarded the teaching of the ordinary 
rules of health, the Board had had the 
assistance of the hon. Members for Rve 
and the University of London on the 
other side of the House, who had supplied 
them with a suitable scheme of teaching 
on these four topics—food and drink, 
cleanliness and fresh air. The scheme was 
a practical one, and he hoped that by 
inculcating proper knowledge in their 
elementary schools they should en- 
deavour to provide against the mal- 
nutrition of the child of the future, though 
it would take some time to bring about, 


He had endeavoured to point out to the 
House what were the sort of difficulties 
which this subject presented in the case 
of the child who came hungry to school, 
owing to the want or neglect of the 
parent, and of the child who came to 
school not hungry but incapable of 
taking in the teaching of the school 
owing to the conditions in which he had 
lived. He had endeavoured to deseribe 
the steps which the Local Government 
Board and the Board of Education were 
taking to remedy this, and he hoped that 
by careful organisation of the local 
education authorities, by voluntary 
effort, by the use of the Poor Law, by 
medical inspection, and by teaching to 
parents and children alike the laws of 
health, they might get rid of at least two 
aspects of the evil. He would rather 
trust to these remedies than take the 
heroic measures proposed. He knew 
that these steps would, to many Members, 
seem unsatisfactory and insufficient, and 
that, in looking to the future, they should 
be regarded as looking too far ahead, but 
he regarded this subject as of such great 
importance that he should be sorry to 
take any step which would imperil the 
future of the population of the country, 
and he believed that they should run 
some risk of weakening the character of 
the people if they adopted without con- 
sideration some short and easy mode of 
supplving the present need such as was 
indicated in this Resolution, The Govern- 


/ment were inquiring into the facts and 


taking active steps in the direction sug- 
gested by the Physical Deterioration 
Committee. They were not prepared to 
take such a step as was indicated in this 
Resolution, because this Resolution, as he 
had pointed out, did not in itself contain 
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the proposals of the Committee. He 
should prefer the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for North Islington to the Reso- 
lution as it stood, but he frankly said 
that, looking to the inquiries which he 
considered to be necessary in this matter, 
and to the importance of any step that 
they might take in this direction, and 
avmpathising as he did with the spirit in 
which it was brought forward, although 
he should vote for the Amendment of his 
hon. friend he should vote against the 
Resolution as amended. The Government 
could not support it nor did he personally 
give it his support. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington. N.): Will you 
make it a Party question ? 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON : No, certainly 
not. This is a matter in which everyone 
must judge for themselves, but I hope I 
have said enough to show the importance 
which the Government attach to the 
question, and the reason why they can- 
not take the steps they are asked to take 
by the hon. Member. 


Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Wkeston) said there were some dis- 
appointing and some very gratifying 
results of the debate. He thought 
it was marred at the commencement 
by an unjustified attack made by 
the hon. Member for Hoxton upon the 
front Opposition Benches, from which he 
said no help came. It was a remarkable 
commentary upon that attack that every 
one of the suggestions which had now 
been made by the head of the Depart- 
ment were made by himself from that 
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very bench in the course of a speech two 
weeks back, The method of meeting this 
difficulty suggested by the Secretary toth 
Board of Education, as the scheme of the 
(Government, was in the first instance 
brought forward by himself. They had 
taken the scheme without acknowleds- 
ment, and he was glad to- point out 
that the whole of it came from that side 
of the House. While he congraiulated 
the Government on having taken 
advice, he was sorry that they had 
not gone further in the direction of 
medical inspection, because that was, 
in his opinion, the basis of all pro- 
gress in this matter. The temporising 
and timorous action of the Government 
ought to end, for it did little to meet 
a great and growing evil. Locally all 
authorities in an area should be brought 
into this work. The Education Act had 
retarde1 rather than helped the move- 
ment, for in many places medical in- 
spection had been stopped. The central 
authority might not consider that the 
local education authority should under- 
take that work, but if they had co- 
operation and co-ordination of local 
authorities that duty and others could 
be easily performed. He could not con- 
gtatulate the Government on having 
done anything bold in the matter. He 
thanked them for the little they had done, 
and hoped that at an early date they 
might receive fresh counsel and take a 
more vivorous and forward step. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 100 ; Noes, 


64. (Division List No. 144.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen. Charles P. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 


Channing, 


Caldwell, James 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Francis 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 


Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 


Allston 


Bell, Richard 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bingham, Lord 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Tenry 


Str Wiliam Anson. 


| Cust, Henry John C. 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. {Lanark) 
Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 


Ellice, Gapt EH G(SAndrw’sBehs | 
| Kmmott, Alfred 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


| Eve, Harry Trelawney 
| Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sird(Manch’r 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


| Howard, J. 


Hardie, J. Keir( Merthyr? vdvil) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
(Kent, Faversham 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor (Swansea 
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Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lamont, Norman 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lay] and-Barratt, Francis 
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Leese, Sir Joseph F.(Accrington | 


Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., 


Eskdale) 


Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 


Macdona, John Cumming 
pe 

Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 

VacVeach, Jeremiah 

Malcolm, Tan 

Markham, Arthur Basil 


\cland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright. John Stanhope 
\rnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh 0. 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour. Rt. Hon. A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour. Rt HuGerald W.( Leeds) 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
3ond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carson. Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
‘hamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Worce. 
“hapman. Edward 
Cochrane, Hon. Theos. H. 


A. E. 


‘rosslev, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Donglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn Ailwyn Edward 


Main Question again proposed. 


And, it being after Midnight, and ob- 
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Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 
Nolan, Joseph Louth (South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Kelly, Conor, (Mayo, N.) 
OM: illey, William 

2ea, Russell 

| Reid, Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 
| Ridley, 8. Forde 

| Robson, William Snowdon 

| 


Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Rose, Charles Day 
| Runciman, Walter 
| Schwann, Charles E 
| Seely, Maj. J. E. B(Isle of Wight) 
| Shackleton, David James 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
‘Shipman, Dr. John G. 


NOES. 


Finlay,SirR. B( Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Heath,Sir James(Staffords. NW 
Hickman, Sir ae 
Hobhouse, C. ..H. ( Bristol, E.) 
Hudson, Gear se Bickersteth 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, John Grant (YorksNR 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Legge, Co!. Hn. Heneage 
Long, Col.Charles W (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis( Edinburgh, W 
Majendie, James A. H. 
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| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, JA(Glamorgan, Gower 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexander 

Whiteley, hee -orge (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J (York, W. R. 
Yoxali, James Henry 


TELLERS For THE AYES—Mr. 
Slack and Sir John Gorst. 


Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.( Renfrew) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, oy Edgar (Exeter) 
Whitmore, Charles Algermen 


Wyndham- Quin, Col. W. H. 
TELLERS FoR THE NoEs—Sir 
George Hartley and Sir 


Frederick Banbury. 


Whereupon Mr. Stack rose in his place 


and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Question 


jection being taken to further Proceeding. 


Mr. Depury-SeEaKeER proceeded to inter 


rupt the Business, 


The House divided 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. | 
William (Rhondda) | 


Abraham, 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Charles P. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 


:—Ayes, 93; Noes, 36. 


Caldwell, 


now put.” 


AYES. 


3roadhurst, 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 


Henry 


Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) | Eve, 


Cremer, William Randal 


be now put.” 


Question put, 


| Crooks, 
| Cust, 


“That the Question be 


(Division List No, 145.) 


William 

Henry John C. 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Ch:rles 

| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 

| Dy ke,Rt.Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Ellice,Capt EC(StAndrewsB’ghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 

Harry Trelawney 

| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
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Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
3ray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lamont, Norman 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF.(Accrington 


Adjournment 


Acland- Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Rt.Hn.Sir MichaelHicks 
Bingham, Lord 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Chapman, Edward 

Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 


Whereupon Mr, 
declared that the 


Depury-SPEAKER 
Question was 
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Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Levy, Maurice 
| Lough, Thomas 
| Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
| Macdona, John Cumming 
| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
Malcolm, Tan 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
Rea, Russell 
| Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
| Ridley, S. Forde 
Robson, William Snowdon 
| Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Rose, Charles Day 


NOES, 


Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hobhouse, RtHnH.(Somers’t, E 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Keswick, William 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long, Col.CharlesW.(Evesham) 
| Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Maconochie, A. W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


not 


of the House. 


Runciman, Walter 
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| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
| Schwann, Charles E. 
| Seely, Maj J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 


Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R.(Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,JA.(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 


| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.} 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Slack and Mr. Claude Hay. 


| Purvis, Robert 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Eari 
of Dalkeith and Sir Willian 
Tomlinson. 


provision of the accommodation required 
by Workmen by all Railway Companies. 





decided in the affirmative, because it was 
not supported by the majority prescribed 
by Standing Order 27, and that the 
debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Wednesday, | 
May 3rd 


WORKMEN’S TRAINS. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire into the working | 
and administration of the Cheap Trains 
Act, 1883, and to report whether any, | 
and, if so, what, amendments are) 
reasonable and necessary to improve the | 
service of Workmen’s Trains in the 


Metropolis and elsewhere to secure the | 


The Committee was accordingiy nomi- 
nated of, Mr. Bell, Colonel Bowles, Sir 
George Fardell, Mr. Fison, Mr. Galloway, 
Mr. Leverton Harris, Mr. Lough, Colonel 
Lockwood, Mr. Nannetti, Captain Norton. 
Mr. James O’Connor, Mr. Peel, Sir Harry 


| Samuel, Mr. Ure, and Sir Thomas Wright- 


son. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum.— 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Adjourned at twenty - seven 
minutes after Twelve o’clock. 
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3 Returns, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 19th Apri?, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE, 
The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the un- 


to continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM 
LowrueEr, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, and, after 
Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


AMTeombBer. 


the 


» 


vr 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Western Railway (Additional 
Powers) Bill; Halifax Corporation Bill; 
. Stockport Corporation Bill. As amended, 
: considered; to be read the third time. 


~ 


CHOAIMALTES BeUEve 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


sp a > 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 
128. and 230 be suspended, and that 
‘the time for depositing Petitions and 
: Memorials against Private Bills, or 
P against any Bill to confirm any Pro- 
visional Order or Provisional Certificate, 
.and for depositing duplicates of any 
k Documents relating to any Bill to con- 








even 
lock. 


firm any Provisional Order or Provisional 
Certificate, also for depositing at the 
Private Bill Office all Documents relating 
to any Order under The Private Legisla- 
t tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 18°, be 
extended to the first day on which the 
House shall sit after the Recess.—(T'he 
‘Chairman of Ways and Means.) 






Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Pill. “Lo confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Brentford, Ealing, 
Hanwell, Heston and Isleworth, Sale, 
Shetlield, and Sunderland,’ presented 
by Mr. Grant Lawson; supported by 
Mr. Gerald Balfour; read the first time; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
(Bill 188.] 


VOL, CXLV. [Fourrn Sertes.] 
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avoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, owing | 


Reports, &e. 
PETITIONS. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Auchter- 
arder ; Bonnyrigg; Dalkeith; Darvel; 


Glasgow ; Govan; Greenock ; Perth; and 

Stevenston ; to lie upon the Table. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 


Petition from Lee and other places, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table. 


RATES AND TAXES. 
Petition from Norwood and Dulwich, 
for reduction; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 
EAST INDIA (APPEALS). 


Return [presented 17th April] to be 
printed. [No. 154.] 


TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND 
BRITISH POSSESSIONS). 

Copy presented, of Annual Statement 
of the Trade of the United Kingdom 
with Foreign Countries and British 
Possessions for 1904. Volume I. [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRANSVAAL. 


Copy presented, of Papers relating to 
Constitutional Changes in the Transvaal 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRANSVAAL. 


presented, of Despatch trans- 
Letters Patent and Order in 
providing for Constitutional 


Copy 
mitting 
Council 


Changes in the Transvaal [by Com- 


mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC INCOME AND EXPENDITURE. 

Account presented, of the Gross 
Public Income and Kxpenditure in the 
year ended Sist March, 1905, together 
with the Balances in the Exchequer at 
the commencement and at the termina- 
tion of the year, and the amounts 
received into or issued from the Ex- 
chequer in respect of Funded and Un- 
funded Debt created or redeemed in the 
said year [by Act]; to le upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 135,] 

U 








Returns, 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, | 


dated 12th April, 1905, granting to | 
Matthew Henry Danily, Postmaster at | 


575 


Malpas, a Retired Allowance under the | 


Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOMALILAND PROTECTORATE. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated April 15th, 1905, as to audit of the 


Accounts of the Somaliland Protectorate | 


[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW. 
Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts | 
of the University 


to lie upon the Table, and to be | 
[No. 136.] 
TREATY SERIES (No. 9, 1905). 

Copy presented, of Convention between 
the United Kingdom and France respect- 
ing’ Commercial Relations between 
France and India. Signed at London, 
19th February, 1903, Ratifications ex- 
changed at London, 27th March, 1905 
[by,Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 10, 1905). 
Copy presented, of Convention be- 
tween the United Kingdom and France 


Act]; : 
printed. 


respecting Commercial Relations between | 


France and the British Protectorates of 
East Africa, Central Africa, and Uganda. 
Signed at London, 23rd February, 1905, 
Ratifications exchanged at London, 27th 
March, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 

TREATY SERIES (No. 11, 1905). 

Copy presented, of Convention be- 
tween the United Kingdom and France 
respecting Commercial Relations between 

i. 2. 3. 4. 5. 
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France and 


of Glasgow for the | 
year ending 30th September, 1904 [by 
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the Seychelles Islands. 

| Signed at London, 16th April, 1902, 

| Ratifications exchanged at London, 27th 
| March, 1905 [by Command] ; to lie upon 

the Table. 
TREATY SERIES (No. 
Copy presented, of Convention be- 
| tween the United Kingdom and France 
respecting Commercial Relations _ be- 
tween France and Ceylon. Signed at 
| London, 19th February, 1903. Ratitica- 

_ tions exchanged at London, 27th March, 

| 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon the 

Table. 

TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
| Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 

3342 to 3345 [by Command]; to lie 

| upon the Table. 

EMIGRATION AND IMMIGRATION, 

Copy ordered, “of Statistical Tables 

| relating to Kmigration and Tmmigratio. 

'from and inte the United Kingdom i: 

| the year 1904, and Report to the Board 

of Trade thereon.” —(Mr. Bonar Law.) 
Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No, 

137.] 

UNITED FREE CHURCH OF SCOTLAND 
AND THE FREE CHURCH OF SCOT- 
LAND (LITIGATION) (ROYAL COMMIS. 

SION TO SIR JOHN CHEYNE). 
Return ordered, ‘‘ showing the number, 
nature, and result of the litigations 
| instituted in the Courts of Scotland since 
the Ist day of August, 1904, by persons 
representing, or purporting to represent, 


‘the Free Church of Scotland against the 


Reports, &e. 


12, 1905) 








date of commencement. 


i ao 
ing. 





Pursuers or complainers. 
Defenders or Respondents. 


Court in which brought, and 
Nature of action or proceed- 


—(Mr. Black.) 





United Free Church of Scotland, or 
persons purporting to represent it, 
under the following heads— 
6. 7. 8. 9. 
pee Zig 5 
~ & — vA 
“on i 







and parish 


minty where situated. 
ment now final 


nted or deelara- 


or as the case may 





ry 
SS 


I 





Nature of decisions given, and 


dates the 
interdict 


tor, 
Whether juc 


and ce 
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Questions. 


PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
(SCHOLARSHIPS, ETC.). 


Return ordered, ‘‘showing the pro- 
vision made by local education authori- 


Public 


ties for enabling Scholars of 
Elementary Schools to proceed 


Table A: Scholarships and Bursaries 
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{Secondary Schools or to pupil teacher 
| centres and preparatory classes connected 


| therewith by means of Exhibitions, 
| Scholarships, Bursaries, payment of 
| tuition fees, payment of travelling ex- 
penses, maintenance grants, etc., in the 
following form :— 

tenable by Scholars other than those 


who are pledged to become or who are Pupil Teachers. 





Number. 
; 
= 
Boys. Girls. — 
< 


1. Scholarships 


2. Bursaries 


‘And, similar Return in respect of 
Table B: Scholarships and bursaries 
tenable only by Scholars who are pledged 
to become Pupil Texchers.”—(Dr. Mace- 
numara.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Sittings of Railway Commissioners. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade if he will grant the 
Return showing the number of days in 
which the Railway Commissioners have 
sat (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 183, of Session 1902). 4558) 23 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The number of days upon which the 
Railway and Canal Comunissioners have 
held sittings are as follows — 


1896 4 ‘i 38 days. 
1897 ‘ ‘ ‘ 47 

1898 ; P : 3 aaa 
1899 ‘ : ; 44 ,, 
1900 40 ,, 
L901 ayy 
1902 IO, 
1903 ; ‘ : ol 

L904 : , : 14 


Note.—This Return does not include 
the days the Commissioners sat out of 
Court for purposes connected with the 
administrative duties of the Commission. 





ot 


f. 
nv“ 


year of ten 


Award. 
Where tenable. 


Conditions 
Value darin 





Oil Paintings in Committee Rooms of the 
House —Inscriptions and Repairs. 

Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREK (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To ask 
the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, if his attention has been drawn 
to the absence of inscriptions on some of 
the oil paintings in the Committee Rooms 
and other parts of both Houses des- 
eriptive of the subjects depicted, and 
also to the state of repair in which some 
of them are; and whether he will devise 


means to supply the inscriptions and 
effect necessary repairs. 

(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
Answer to the first part of my hon. 


friend’s Question is in the aflirmative. 
The First Commissioner proposes to have 
inscriptions supplied: but the question 
of continuing the repair o: the pictures, 
one of which has lately been restored, 
must await further consideration with 
regard to funds aviilable. 


Ballina (County Mayo) Postal Staff. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether his 
attention has been drawn to the fact 
that there was a revision of the Ballina, 
county Mayo, postal staff in February, 
1904, and that as a result six male sorting 
clerks and telegraphists were to be 
appointed; and whether, as the male 


staff for the past year has been under- 


U 2 
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manned, he will take steps to put the 
result of the revision into operation. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) A revision 
of the indoor staff at the Ballina office 
has been sanctioned and will be carried 


out as soon as the circumstances permit. 


Allowances to Provincial Postmen for 
Indoor Duties. 


Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.): To ask 
the Postmaster-General when he intends 
to announce the nature of the special 
allowances to be paid to selected postmen 
for performing certain indoor duties 
in the provinces, as promised to the 
deputation which waited upon him on 
the 26th January last. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) This 
matter is still under consideration; but 
I may at once state that it will not in 
any case be possible to introduce the 
scheme otherwise than gradually. 


Postmens Good Conduct Stripes. 

Mr. NOLAN: To ask the Postmaster- 
General if he intends to introduce 
any modifications into the regulations 
which govern the award, arrestment, 
or forfeiture of good-conduct stripes for 
postmen. 

(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I have 
no present intention of doing so. 


Revisicn of Glasgow Postal Staff. 


Mr, NOLAN: To ask the Postmaster- | 


General if, in the proposed revision 
of the indoor force at Glasgow, which 
has been pending for some years, pro- 
vision will be made for the 25 per cent. 
additional overseerships promised in 
his recently-issued Memorandum in addi- 
tion to the clerkships already promised ; 


and also when the revision is likely to | 


come into force. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) A revision 
of the rank and file at Glasgow was 
carried out in the early part of last year, 
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and a further general revision is not 
contemplated. I am considering the 


/question of increasing the number of 


overseers, and I will announce my 
decision in due course, but I must point 
out that I have not made any promise 
of an addition of 25 per cent. 


Case of Telegraphist Booth. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY 
Hoxton): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he is aware that a 
telegraphist named Booth, employed at 
the Central Telegraph Office, was dis- 
charged from the service on Friday, April 
14th, in consequence of having contracted 
telegraph cramp in the wrist; that he 
had previously asked unsuccessfully that 
he should be transferred to the sorting 
department, being willing to forego 
seniority ; and that, after the appearance 
of a Question upon the Notice Paper in 
connection with the proceedings of this 
House asking for information upon the 
subject, the telegraphist was sent for and 
told to resume duty on Monday, 17th; 
and whether he will state whether it 1: 
his intention to retain Booth in the 
service, and utilise his services in the 
sorting office. 


(Shoreditch, 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Instruec- 
tions for Booth’s retention in the service, 
pending the further consideration of his 
application for transfer, were given on 
the 10th instant, that is, some days 


before a Question on the subject » ppeared 


on the Notice Paper, The insinuation o1 
the hon. Member is therefore quite un- 
founded. AsIinformed the hon. Member 
on the 17th instantt, the case is now 
under consideration, and I hope soon to 
be able to give a decision. 


Examination for Clerkship in the Dublin 
Quit Rent Office. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: To the 
Sceretary to the Treasury if his attenticn 
has been called to the regulations of the 
Civil Service Commiss'oners, dated March 


ask 


r See page 291. 
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2ist. 1905, for an examination for a 
second-class clerk having three years 
experience in a solicitor’s office, who 
will be required to serve in the first 
instance in the Quit Rent Office, Dublin ; 
aud if he would state why any examina- 
tion for such a post should take place in 
London, seeing that Irish legal experience 
would appear to be essential. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
i understand that the examination re- 
ferred to in the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber’s Question will be held both in London 
ind in Dublin. 


Attendance in the ‘‘ Parliamentary 
Debates” Office. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
.): To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the office of 
le Parliamentary Debates in this House 
is very frequently left without an attend- 
int to give information or to provide 
\iembers with copies of the Debates 
they may wish to purchase ; and whether 
he will take steps to secure a constant 
ttendance at this office during reason- 
ble hours while the House is sitting. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
[ understand that steps have been taken 
to secure a Constant attendance in the 
future as desired by the hon. Member. 


Purchase of Irish Farms under the Land 
Act -Stamp Duties. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Secretary to the 


Treasury whether he is aware that ten- 
ant purchasers, under The Land Law 
(Ireland) Act, 1905, are prejudiced in the 
subsequent sale of their farms, in so 
iiuch as the stamp duty payable on 
revistering the transfer by the transferee 
is 200 per cent. more than if the same 
farm were sold as a tenancy from year 
to yer; and, if so, will the Government 
introduce legislation to deal with the 
matter. 


{ 19 Apr 
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(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
It is assumed that the hon. Member is 
referring to the stamp duty payable on 
a conveyance sale. This duty is 
chargeable, by reference to Section 57 of 
the Stamp Act, 189!, not only on the 
money consideration paid by the trans- 
feree, but also on the outs‘anding portion 
of any advance made to the purchasing 
tenant. This provision of the law is of 
general application and is not peculiar 
to Ireland, and [I do not consider that 
any alteration in the law is desirable. 


Question Ss. 


Irish Drainage Schemes. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury if, in view 
of the fact that county councils in 
Ireland are anxious to carry out the 
in initiating 
Council 


wishes of the 
drainage schemes, an Order in 
giving the necessary powers will be 
issued, or, in the alternative, will the 
Government introduce legislation to 


ratepayers 


deal with this matter at once. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
Legislation would be required to give 
county councils the necessary powers for 
such schemes as the hon. Member refers 
to. Tam notin a position to introduce 
a measure for this purpose. 


Issue of British PilotageiCertificates to 
Foreigners. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOODSE (Bristol, 
E.): To ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade whether the Board of Trade 
have recently granted pilotag> certificates 
for the Bristol pilotage district to the 
masters of two Dutch vessels; whether 
the Dutch Government do not permit 
the issue of pilotage certificates to 
English masters or mates; and, if so, 
whether a representation will be made 
to the Dutch Government to grant the 
same ireatment to British masters of 
vessels as the British Government grant 
to Dutch masters, 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) *-The 
Board of Trade recently examined the 
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masters of two Dutch vessels, but they 
only granted a pilotage certificate to one 
of them, the other not being found 
properly qualified. The 
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Questions. 


{to the terms of His Majesty’s proclama- 
| tion of neutrality, he will take steps to- 
procure the immediate release of these 


| 
men. 


Government do not grant such certificates | 


to the masters or mates of any vessels, 


whether Dutch or British; and it would | 
accordingly be useless for His Majesty’s | 


Government to make the 


representation. 


Royal Naval  Reserve— 


Allowances. 


Boys in 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- | 


pool, Exchange): To ask the Secretary 
tothe Board of Trade whether he will 
state the number of boys enrolled in 
the Royal Naval Reserve and the 
allowances made in respect of them for 
each year during which the scheme of 
1898 was in force. 


{Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) 
the year 1899-1900 the number of boys 
enrolled was 3502, and the payments 
made were £672 14s. 7d. In 1900-1 the 


number of boys enrolled was 454, and | 


the payments made were £1,647 3s. 9d. 
In 1901-2 the number of boys enrolled 
was 691, and the payments made were 


£2,861 Ys. 11d. 


of boys enrolled was 783, and the pay- | 
In | 
1905-4 the number of boys enrolled was | 


ments made were £3,938 8s. 8d. 


1,065, and the payments made were | 


£4,533 19s. 3d. 


of boys enrolled was 1,121, but the 


5 “ | 
figures showing the amounts paid are 


not yet available. 


Punishment of Crews for refusing to sail | 
in British Steamers carrying Contra- | 


band of War. 

Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): To 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that thirty-six sea- 
men of the crews of the British steam- | 
ships “St. Helena” and “ Battersea | 
Bridge” have been sentenced to three | 


weeks imprisonment at Hong-Kong for | 


| 


| 
} 


refusing to proceed to Japan with contra- | 
band of war; and whether, having regard | 


suggested | 


Tn | 


In 1902-3 the number | 


In 1901-5 the number | 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
| In answer to tke Question addressed to 


i the Secretary to the Board of Trade, His 
Majesty’s Government have no know- 
ledge of the matter, but will telegraph 
‘to the Governor of Hong-Kong jor 
particulars. 


Scottish General Aid Grant. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) : 
To ask the Lord-Advocate if he can give 
the total amount of the payments mace 
for the year ending March 31st last under 
each of the different heads and sub-heads 
|of the Minute of April 25th, 1904, which 
provides for the distribution of the 
|General Aid Grant; also the amount at 
the same date standing at the credit of 
the Suspense Account. 


(Answered by Mr. Sectt Dickson.) The 
total amounts paid for the year ended 
| March 31st, 1905, under the Minute of 
April 25th, 1904 were— 


| £ 
Under Head I. (a) . 11,758 
Under Head I. (b) . 3,600 
Under Head I. (c) . 1,430 
Total under Head I.. £16,785 


—— 


Under Head II. £98,344 13s. 6d. 


The amount at the credit of the 
Suspense Account on 31st March, 1905, 
was £111,530 1s. There are 107 schools 
yet to be paid under the Minute. I 
‘estimate that the grant for these will 
‘amount to— 


£ 
Under Head I. 500 
Under Head II. 5,250 
Total £5,750: 
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German Tariff Concessions to British 
Goods. 

Sir ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): To ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if he will 
say What concessions (if any) have been 
made by the German Government upon 
their general tariff in compliance with 
the representations submitted to them 
by the British Foreign Office ; and what 
number of concessions have been made 
articles or goods which are not 
imported from this country. 


on 





| 

(Answered by Earl Percy.) The Report | 
the Commercial Intelligence Com- | 
mittee, showing the articles in respect | 
of which representations were made by | 
His Majesty’s Government, will be found 
in the Parliamentary Return [Cd. 2044]. | 
Another Return [Cd. 2414] has recently | 
been issued by the Board of Trade | 
showing the modifications introduced | 
into the new German tariff as the result | 
of negotiations between Germany and | 
various other Continental countries. It | 


of 


is impossible to say to what extent the 
German Government, in agreeing to the 
modifications stated in the Return, may 
have been also influenced by the repre- 
sentations made by His  Majesty’s 
Government. 


Commercial Relations with China. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
‘lo ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he has 
official information showing that the 
terms of the Mackay Treaty made in 
pursuance of Article 11 of the Peking 
Protocol of September, 1901, to facilitate 
commercial relations between China and 
foreign countries, have in effect been 


any 


ignored by China; that the rights 
referred to have been violated by 


provincial officials who have levied likin 
on goods covered by transit passes ; 
have forcibly seized cargo at the barriers ; 
and have illegally interfered with agents 
and employees of British merchants; 
that in contravention of the Mackay 
Treaty heavier duties are levied upon 
foreign-owned cotton mills than on 
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native mills in the country; that, in 
contravention of Article 2 of the treaty 
which provided for the introduction of 
a national uniform coinage, the pro- 
vincial authorities continue to mint new 
copper currency ; and that the reform 
in mining regulations arranged for in 
Article 9 of the treaty have remained 
unfulfilled; and, if so, whether the 
Government intend taking action in 
concert with other Powers to secure the 
fulfilment of the obligations into which 
China entered in 1901. 


(Answere! by Earl Percy.) No intor- 
|}mation of the acts alleged in the 
Question has reached us. Such acts 


would be violations not of the Treaty 
of 1902, but of treaties concluded with 
China at an earlier date. His Majesty’s 
Minister at Peking has been informed 
in reply to his inquiries as to the steps 
which had been taken to carry out the 
provisions of Article II. of the Treaty 
of 1902 that the Office of Financial 
Administration has presented a memorial 


|to the Throne proposing the establish- 


ment of a general mint at Tientsin for 
the coinage of silver and copper and 
the introduction of a uniform national 
coinage. As soon as definite arrange- 
ments have been made they will be 
communicated to Sir E. Satow. With 
regard to the mining regulations the 
Chinese Government state that regula- 
tions have been drawn up, but that it is 
necessary to consult the provincial 
authorities before the final arrangements 
could be settled. 


Accidents caused by Horse and Motor 
Traffic in the Metropolis. 

Mr. SCOTT MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department if he 
will state the number and nature of acci- 
dents known to the Metropolitan Police 
to have been caused in the Metropolitan 
Police district in the year 1904 by horses, 
horse-drawn vehicles (other than tram- 
cars), tramcars, motor-cars, and motor- 
cycles. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Aiers-| information which the hon. Member 
Douglas.) The following table gives the | desires— 





} 
| 
} 


Total 


number of/Number of Number 


Cause of accident. accidents 


| accident 


s| of acci- 


Total 
number of 


Nature of accidents enumer- 
ated in column. 


persons | 


injured in 
the 





to persons) to pro- | dents to | accidents 
or pro- perty. persons. shown in) Number Number Number 
perty. | Column | slight. serious, fatal. 
(L.) (II.) (IL.) (IV.) (V.) (VL) (VIT.) (VIII) 
Horses - - - 641 444 195 209 18] 28 -- 
Horse - drawn 
vehicles (exelud- 
ing tramears) - 21,771 | 16,854 5,798 | 5,989 | 5,193 676 120 
Tramears (horse . 
drawn) - - 1,287 1,060 246 260 222 3D } 
Tramears  (me- 
chanically pro- 
pelled) — - -| 2,292 1,785 528; 539 470 65 t 
Omnibuses (me- 
chanically pro- 
pelled) - - 30 12 19 | Faye 18 2 9 
Motor-cars - 1,775 1,595 426 458 367 78 13 
Motor cycles - 274 151 153 164 146 14 { 
Total - 28070 21,681 7,363 | 7,641 6,597 8408 146 


Direct and Indirect Taxation. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he will state, divided 
into the two general categories of direct 
taxation and indirect taxation, the several 
heads of the tax revenue, excluding the 
export duty on coal, together with the 
amount estimated to be received under 


each head in the year 1905-6; and the 
totals receivable as direct taxation and 
as indirect taxation in that year. 

(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The estimated receipts in 1905-6, under 
the heads of taxation classed as direct 
and indirect, are as follows, excluding 
the export duty on coal, and ineluding 
the local taxation revenues— 





Indirect. 


£ 

Customs - . - - 32,226,000 
Excise :— 

Beer Duty - : 

Spirit Duty 

Glucose, etc. - 


12,919,006 
17,812,000 
93,000 


Total Indirect — - - £63,056,000 


Direct. 





£ 
Excise :— 


Licences and Railway Duty 4,667,000 


Estate Duties - - - 17,289,000 
Stamps” - - - 8,000,000 
Land Tax and House Duty — 2,700,000 
Income-Tax  - - - $31,000,000 

Total Direct - - £63,656,000 
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Grants to Reinstated Tenants on the 


Kingston Estate. 

Me. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if 
he can state when the Estates Commis- 
sioners W.ll inquire into the circumstances 
of the tenants on the Kingston property 
who have been restored to their former 
holdings by the vendor, and have made 
applications to the Commissioners for 
money grants to assist them in the buila- 
ing and stocking of the farms, and thus 
help the reinstated tenants to a fair start. 


(Ans-vered by Mr. Walter Long.) It is 


not at present possible to state when ; 


this estite will be inspected, as the origin- 
ating application has enly recently been 
lodged. The Commissioners will have 


inquiry made as scon as possible as to | 


the making of erants to the tenants whe 
have been reinstated by the owner. 


Waveney School, Ballymena. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that of 
the infants on the roll of 
Waveney Applicant School, Ballymena, 
in December last, thirty-three were never 
at school before, thirty-five were with- 


ninetv-one 


drawn from an overcrowded school, Guy’s | 
Infants (accommodation for 155—averace | 


itteudance for year, with Waveney School 
in operation, 156), and a number came 
trom other schools outside Ballymena ; 
and will he explain, in view of the fact 
that the Commissioners of National 
Education have given a grant to the new 
Cloncore School, where the average at- 
tenlance for quarter ending 31st March 
was fifty-seven, and fifty-six of the 
pupils in attendance were withdrawn from 
other schools in which more than sufficient 
accommodation already existed, on what 
frounds the grant withheld from 
Waveney School. 


Is 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
number of pupils enrolled as infants in 
the Waveney School on the occasion of 
the chief inspector’s visit in December 
last was seventy-seven. Of these thirty- 
three had not previously been at school. 
Thirty-five pupils on rolls had been with- 
drawn from Guy’s Infants School; but if 
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| the parents and guardians of these pupils 
| were dissatisfied with the accommodation 
| afforded in that school ample accommoda- 
bia eculd have been found in existing 
| national schools. The reasons which in- 
| fluenced the Commissioners in declining 
i to grant aid tothe Waveney School were 
stated in reply to the hon. Member’s 
| Question of the 3rd instant. 


Guy's Schools. Ballymena. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Tre!and 
whether he is aware that Guy’s Free 
Schools, Ballymena, were founded and 
endowed by the late John Guy tor the 
education of the youth of the poor of 
the town; that a scheme has been 
framed under the Educational Endow- 
ments (Ireland) Act, 1885, for the govern- 
ment and management of Guy’s Eduea- 
tional Endowments; that a grant has 
‘been provisionally sanctioned towards 
'the rebuilding and extension of the-e 
‘schools; and that a memori«! signed by 
Ballymena residents protesting against 
the diverson of the endowments proposed 
in the scheme, and the removal of the 
schools from their present site, and ask- 
ing an inquiry into the circumstances of 
the case, has been received by the Com- 
missioners of Education; and, if so, will 
he state whether it is intended, before any 
further steps are taken, to grant the in- 
quiry asked for in the memorial, 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
facts are as stated. The Commissiovers 
of Education in Ireland, however, are not 
concerned in the control of the endow- 
iment. ‘The scheme referred to empowers 
the governing body to remove the school 
to another site with the sanction of the 
Commissioners of Charitable Donations 
and Bequests. 


Salaries in the Veterinary Branch of the 
Irish Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. O’KELLY: (Mayo, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will explain 
the causes of the disparity in the salaries 
of officials engaged in the same class of 
work in the veterinary branch of the 
Department of Agriculture in Ireland. 





t See (4) Debates, exliv., 133. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I beg 
to refer to the Answer given to the Ques- 
tion put by the hon. Member for the 
Ossory Division of Queen’s County on 
the 6th March last.t 


Questions. 


Treatment of Catholic Officials in the 
Veterinary Branch of the Irish Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

Me. O’KELLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether any action has so far 
been taken on the representations of Irish 
public bodies in connection with the 
treatment of Catholic officials in 
the veterinary banch of the Department 
of Agriculture: and, if not, whether it is 
proposed to take any action. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I beg 
to refer to the Answer given to the Ques- 
tion put by the hon. Member for the 
Ossory Division of Queen’s County on 
the 9th March list.f 


Militia Training. 

Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War when 
and to what extent he proposes to in- 
crease the training period of Militia 
regiments, 


(Answerea by Mr. Seeretary Arnold- 
Forster.) No decision has yet been arrived 
at by the Army Couneil on this subjeet. 


4th West York Artillery Volunteers. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 


Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War if he is aware that for many 
years the 4th West York Artillery 
Volunteers have been encouraged to 
prepare themselves for field artillery, 
and that, in pursuance of this aim, they 
have gone to trouble and expense in 
riding drill, in the purchase of horses 
and equipment, and the erection of a 
riding school, and that an instalment 
of field guns has been furnished them; 
and will he explain why a decision has 
been arrived at that they must revert to 
garrison artillery ; and if, having regard 
to the dissatisfaction produced in the 


+ See (4) Debates, exlii., 420. 
+ See (4) Debates, exlii., 934. 
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West Riding by this decision, 
matter can be reconsidered. 
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the 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold. 
Forster.) The Army Council do not 
consider that, in view of the great in- 
crease in the Royal Artillery, Volunteer 
field artillery are required for defence 
purposes, but that Volunteer heavy 
artillery may render valuable services. 
Some field guns were lent to the corps 
referred to by my hon. and gallant friend 
because at the time no heavy guns were 
available. It was not, however, con- 
templated that the corps should be per- 
manently maintained as field artillery. 
To do so would involve expenditure in 
excess of funds available from public 
sources, I understand that private 
funds are not adequate to make up the 
deficiency, snd, under the circumstances, 
the Army Council, though recognising 
the excellent work done by the corps, 
are of opinion that the original intention 
should now be carried out and that the 
corps should cease to train as_ field 
artillery. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Army Promotions. 

Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the officers recently pro- 
moted from the rank of major-general 
to that of lieutenant-general were 
nominated by the Selection Board, or 
whether they were selected by him, under 
a method of procedure contained in a 
War Office decision of October last ; and, 
if so, whether he will publish, for the 
information of the House, the War Office 
decision in question. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. ArNoib-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): Selections for the higher Army 


commands, including promotions to the 
rank of lieutenant-general, are made 
by the Secretary of State from a list 
of officers whose professional qualifica- 
tions render them, in the opinion of 
the Selection Board, eligible for such 
appointments. Selections were recently 
made and promotions carried out ID 
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accordance with the practice which I 


have indicated. 


Lord Curzon’s University Legislation. 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): [ beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, in view of the agitation in 
India caused by Lord Curzon’s University 
legislation and other recent enactments, 
he will take steps to remove the causes 
of this dissatisfaction. 


Tut UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS — (Earl 
Percy, Kensington, S.) (for Mr. 
Bropiick): I see no reason to take any 
such action as is suggested by the hon. 
Member with regard to the recent legis- 
lation of the Indian Government. 


The Mullah. 

Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can inform the House what 


are the terms of the treatv which has: 


been concluded with the Mullah. rs 


EarL PERCY: No, Sir; Iunderstand 
that the Colonial Office has not yet 
received a reply from General Swayne. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): When does the noble 
Lord expect to get a reply? It is more 
than a month since the arrangement 
was made. 


EarL PERCY: I am afraid at the 
present moment the only explanation I 
can give of the delay is that General 
Swayne is engaged in an expedition into 
the interior. In any case some time 
must elapse before a telegram can 
reach us. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Has the noble 
Lord seen what purports to be the agree- 
ment between the Mullah and Italy, 
which has been published in Italy? 


Eart PERCY: I have seen the terms 
of the Italian treaty with the Mullah, 
but we are not aware whether the terms 
of the English treaty are the same. 
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Dartmoor Prison. 

Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he is aware of 
the insufficiency of house accommodation 
for warders at His Majesty’s Prison at 
Princetown; and if he proposes to take 
steps to supply such deficiency by erect- 
ing more dwellings. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs- 
Dova.as, Kent, St. Augustine’s): £1,500 
has been taken in this year’s Estimates 
for providing additional warders’ quarters 
at Dartmoor Prison. The work will be 
commenced as soon as possible, and it is 
expected that the money will provide 
quarters for either seven or eight of the 
officers who now have to lodge in Prince- 
town. When this addition has been 
made 192 or 193 out of a total staff of 
228 at Dartmoor will be in occupation of 
Government quarters. 


Foreign Prisoners and Prison Rules. 

Me. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether in prisons of 
detention, or in local prisons, or in con- 
vict establishments, the rules, regulations, 
and notices affecting prisoners are 
explained, published, or exhibited to 
foreign prisoners in foreign languages or 
in any and in what languages besides the 
English language ; and what arrangements 
are made so that prisoners who do not 
understand English shall understand them 
and the orders given to such prisoners ; 
and whether prisoners are punished for 
disobedience to rules published only in a 
language they cannot translate or com- 
prehend. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The prison 
rules and regulations are printed in 
French, German, and Italian in all 
prisons. In the case of a prisoner unac- 
quainted with English, and speaking a 
language other than those named, it 
would be the duty of the Governor to 
take steps to make him acquainted with 
the regulations. I have no reason to 
believe that this rule is not strictly 
observed by all Governors. It is not the 
practice to punish prisoners for the 
breach of rules they do not understand. 


| The hon, Member may have in mind the 
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case of a prisoner of Greek nationality 
which has been recently mentioned in 
some newspapers. I have ascertained that 
this prisoner can speak and understand 
English, and has claimed to be English 
on the ground that he has lived for five 
years in England. 


Promotion Regulations in the Post Office. 

Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.): I beg toask 
the Postmaster-General if there exists 
any Treasury Minute or Regulation 
which prevents the ante-dating of promo- 
tions to the dates of the vacancies where 
long delay occurs in the filling up of such 
vacancies 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
STANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
There is no such Minute or Regulation that 
Tam aware of. The general rule of the 
Post Office is that promotions shall take 
effect on and from the date on which they 
receive the Postmaster-General’s ap- 
proval. Every efiort is made to fill 
vacancies as soon as possible. 


London Rates. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board how the increase in the average 
rate in the pound levied by the Metro- 
politan boroughs up to 1905 compares 
with the increase in the average rate, 
exclusive of education, levied by the 
London County Council during the same 
period. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): I gave the 
hon. Member figures based on the returns 
made to the Local Government Board for 
the three years ended March, 1904, inmy 
reply to his Question on Monday.t Iam 
sorry to say that I cannot yet give him 
similar figures up to March, 1905. The 
hon. Member was good enough to furnish 
me with some figures up to the latter 
date, but I have not at present the 
material which would enable me to check 
these. 


The Unemployed Bill. 
Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
whether the new rate under the Unem- 


1 See page 308. 
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ploved Bill will be levied by the borough 
councils or by the London County Council, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: There will 
be no separate rate levied for London for 
the purposes of the Unemployed Bill, 
The contribution to the central body by 
each Metropolitan borough will be paid 
out of the general rate, and in the case 
of the City it will be paid by the Common 
Council out of the consolidated rate. 


Mr. BENN: The rate will be collected 
by the borough councils ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, 


Port Tyne Sanitary Authority 

Me. FENWICK = (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
he is aware of the opposition of the rate- 
payers ot Whitley Bay and Monkseaton 
to the proposal to include these districts 
within the area of the Port Tyne Sanitary 
Authority ; and whether, in view of the 
fact that the Urban District Council of 
Whitley and Monkseaton have already 
spent large sums of money on sanitation, 
to provide and equip ample hospital 
accommodation in order to protect the 
health of the people. he will take care to 
protect the inhabitants of these districts 
from being included in the Port Sanitary 
area and thereby exposed to the risk of 
be: vier financial burdens, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am 
awate of the proposal that the Whitley 
and Monkseaton Urban District should 
be included within the limits of jums- 
diction of the River Tyne Port Sanitary 
Authority, and of the opposition to that 
proposal. A local inquiry on the subject 
has recently been held by an inspector of 
the Local Government Board, Upon 
receipt of his report I will give full con- 
sideration to the case before arriving at a 
decision with regard to it. 


Condemned Non-Provided London 
chools. 

Mr. BENN: I beg to esk the President 
of the Local Government Board whother, 
as the non-provided schools in London are 
not rated, and the Council’s prov ded 
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gshools are rated, he can state approxi | sugar from Russia and Argentina 


mately the extra cost which will fall 
upon the ratepayers if the ninety-two 
recently condemned non-provided schools 
are rep! ced by provided schools. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 1 am not 
in a positon to give an estimate of the 
kind desired by the hon. Member. 


Me. BENN: But is it not the fact 
that if provided schools are to be sub- 
stituted for non-provided schools it will 
mean a considerable addit:on to the 


rates ¢ 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: That is a 
Question which surely the hon, Gentleman 
can answer for himself. 


Brussels Permanent Sugar Commission. 

Me. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the “ecretary to the Board of Trade 
whether the sittings of the Permanent 
Brussels have now 
terminated ; whether the suger legislation 
of ans other countries has been con- 
demned; and whether His Majesty’s 
Government have resolved to take any 
ytion in pursuance of the decisions of 
the Convention. 


Commission at 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE 
Mr. Boxrar Law, Glasgow, Black- 
The sittings of the Permanent 


‘ars 

‘ugar Commission have terminated : 
9 countervailing duties have been 
‘xed with respect to any additional 


countries ; no action on the part of His 
Majesty's Government is therefore re- 
auiite, 


Imports of Russian and Argentine Sugars. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade whether, at 
the recent sittings of the Brussels Sugar 
lonvention, the case of Russia has been 
iuther considered ; whether any decision 
las vet been arrived at with regard to 
He amount of countervailing duties that 
‘iould be charged by countries adopting 
tat procedure on Russian sugar; and 
whether His Majestv’s Government can 
see their way to withdraw the prohibition 
low eXisting against the importation of 
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this country. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I am informed 
that the question of Russian sugar wis 
not considered at the recent meeting of 
the Permanent Sugar Commiss.on. The 
Answer to the last part of the Question 
is in the negative. 


Mr. LOUGH asked whether, if the 
case of Russia had not been considered 
and countervailing duties fixed, the hon. 
Gentleman did not think that the 
Government was at liberty to remove 
prohibition in the case of Russia, 


Mr. BONAR LAW: We do not think 


so, 


Lightships and Wireless Telegraphy. 

Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade if he can now state when the in- 
stallation of wireless telegraphic ap- 
paratus on the six lightships for life- 
saving purposes is to be completed. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: [ean only say that 


progress is being made with the work. 


Cost of Elementary Education in England 
and Wales. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Education whether he can state for 
the year 1903-4 the amount of money 
per head of the children in average 
attendance in the public elementary 
schools of England and Wales contributed 
from the Imperial Exchequer and from 
local rates respectively on account of 
educational maintenance, the amount per 
child in average attendance spent on 
teachers’ silaries, and the amount per 
child in average attend:nce spent on 
books and apparatus. 


Tre PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ro roe BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Wituiam Anson. Oxford University) : 
The amount of grant provided in the 


Estimates for 1905-4 for public elemen- 


tary schools, 7.e., the annual grant, fee 
grant, and aid grant, amounted to 
£1 18s. 33d. per child in average attend- 
ance. Owing to the year 1903-4 having 
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been a period of transition, the Board 
have not found it possible to collect any 
figures from which any accurate or reli- 
able estimate can be deduced of the sum 
per child in aversge attendance contri- 
buted from local rates. The Board have 
no information as to the total amount 
expended on teachers’ salaries during the 
period; the amount expended on the 


Questions. 


salaries of certificated teachers was 
about £1 10s. per child in average 


attendance. The Bord have no informa- 
tion as to the amount expended on “ books 
and apparatus.” 


Cost of Education in London. 


Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
if he will state the amount of the addi- 
tional expense incurred to date in the 
administration of the London Education 
Act, 1903, both as regards total amount 
and cost per child; and whether he can 
at present give any estimate of the total 
additional cost which that measure 
involves to the Metropolis, 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: The Board 
have at present no figures as to the 
expenditure of the London County Coun- 
cil under the London Education Act, 
1903. Under the circumstances it is not 
possible for me to give any information 
on the subject. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that the replacement of 
the voluntary schools to be condemned 
will mean a 4d. rate on the London 
ratepayers / 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I donot see 
how that arises out of the Question. 


Shaw British School. 

Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion whether his attention has been 
called to the case of the Shaw British 
School, a school containing over 500 
scholars in average c tendance, which has 
always been carried on without sectarian 
teaching or test, andis the only unsec- 
tarian school in a district containing six 
schools; whether he is aware that the 


Lancashire Education Committee were on 
the point of purchasing the schoo] for a 
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council school when, without notice to 
the education committee, the building 
was privately purchased by an anonymous 
person, who intends to make it 4 Church 
of England school; and whether, in such 
a case, any of the inhabitants of the dis- 
trict besides the purchaser have any voice 
in the character of the religious education 
to be given in the school in future. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON: I understand 
that the school, though it has been called 
British, is privately owned, and has 
never been associated by trust with the 
British Society. J further gather that 
up to the present time no deed has been 
executed making the school a Church of 
England school, and that the religious 
instruction continues to be under the 
control of exactly the same bovly of 
managers as before, except that ‘he Vicar 
has been co-opted in place of one of the 
former managers, who retired. The 
character of the religious instruction 
remains in the hands of the managers. 


Mr. EMMOTT: Cannot the hon. 
Gentleman answer the latter part of my 
Question ? 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON: If the hon. 
Member refers to Sections 8 and 9 of the 
Hducation Act and the there 
mentioned, I understand such notice is 
not required where a change of this 
character is made in the case of a 
voluntary school. 


notices 


Cost of Education in Scotland. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: IT beg to ask the 
Lord-Advocate whether he can state, 
for the year 1903-4, the amount oi money 
per head of the children in the public 
elementary schools of Scotland contri- 
buted from the Imperial Exchequer and 
from local rates respectively on account 
of educational maintenance ; the amount 
per child in average attendance spent on 
teachers’ salaries; and the amount per 
child in average attendance spent on 
books and apparatus, 


Tae LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): It is diffi- 
cult to answer the Question as put by the 
hon. Member as the term “ public ele- 
mentary sciiool” is, so far as Scotland is 
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concerned, only defined in the Elementary 


School Teachers Superannuation Act, 
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| ment for manual] and technical instruction 
_to the value of £10,300. 


1898, as being ‘fa public or other school | 


inreceipt of annual Parliamentary grant.” 
The term, therefore, includes all schools 
which receive grants under the Code, 
whether school board schools or volun- 
tary schools, and irrespective of whether 
they give elementary or higher grade 
education. On this footing I am informed 
the figures are as follows :—For the year 
1903-4, the income por scholar in average 
attendance in all schools receiving grants 
under the Code from the Imperial 
Exchequer was £1 15s, 7d. In such 
schools under school boards the income 
per scholar from rates was 19s. 11d., 
but a sum amounting to 4s. 7d. per 
scholar was also received from local 
sources, other than rates; while in vol- 
untary schools receiving grants a sun 
amounting to 15s, 10d. per scholar was 
received from local sources. The expen- 
diture per scholar on teachers’ salaries 
was £2 5s, 8}d., and on books and 


apparatus, 2s, 5}d. 


Cost of Education in Ireland. 
Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state for the 
year 1905-4 the amount of money per 
head of the children in national schools 
in Ireland contributed from the Imperial 
Exchequer and local rates respectively on 
account of educational inaintenance ; the 
amount per child in average attendance 
spent on teachers’ salaries; and the 
amount per child in average attendance 
spent on books and apparatus. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.): 
The rate contributed per head of the 
children in average attendance from State 
grants for the year 1905-4 was £2 11s. 9d. 
The similar rate from local sourees was 
4s, 54d. The average payment per pupil 
in average daily attendance in respect of 
teachers’ salaries was £2 8s. lld. A 
precise Answer to the last inquiry cannot 
be given. Books are largely purchased 
from local vendors and paid for by the 
pupils. The Board, however, made free 
grants of books and requisites to the 
amount of £551 in some exceptional 
cases; and they made grants of equip- 


Arnott Estate, County Cork. 

*Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to 2 report of a 
meeting of tenants on the Arnott Estate, 
county Cork, at which the Rev. T. 
Shinkwin, P.P., announced, on the 
authority of a Roman Catholic Bishop, 
that the Kstates Commissioners had 
decided not to divide the estate of Sir 
John Arnott for purposes of sale under 
the Land Act, but to insist upon the 
estate being sold as a whole; whether he 
is aware that the tenants of about sixty 
holdings on this estate, all adjacent to 
one another and of a total area of 5,000 
acres, have entered into purchase agree- 
ments, and that an application is pend- 
ing to have this portion of the property 
declared a separate estate; and will he 
say whether the Estates Commissioners 
have already come to a decision in the 
matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : No proceedings 
for the sale of this estate have come 
before the Commissioners. They can 
sive no decision in the matter until the 
facts are fully before them. 


*Mr. LONSDALE: Is it competent 
for two Commissioners to give a decision 
in the absence of the third on matters 
of this kind. 


Mer. WALTER LONG reptied that he 
assumed that in ordinary cases the 
decision of the majority of the Commis- 
sioners, two out of three, would be opera- 
tive, but he could not undertake to decide 
questions of law. 


Drummond Estate, County Kerry. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.}: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary t» the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that negotiations for the sale of the 
Drummond Estate, near Beaufort, county 
Kerry, have been completed, and that 
the sale is to be carried out thiough the 
Congested Districts Board: can he 
state in what way the tenants can 
benefit from Section 44 of the Land Act 
of 1903 ; and whether the Board will give 
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a reduction of 10 per cent. when effecting 
the sale, or will improve the holdings to 
that extent. or will give it in the form of 
a reduction to the tenants on the pur- 
chase instalments. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Neither the 
Board nor the Estates Commissioners 
have any information as to this estate. 
The section quoted applies to purchases 
of congested estates by the Estates 
Commissioners. 


Horse Breeding at Cahirciveen. 

Mr. BOLAND: T beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that repre- 
sentations have been made to the De- 
partment of Agriculture by Mr. J. B. 
Fitzgerald, of Cahireiveen, as to the un- 
suitability of sending a thoroughbred 
sire to that district instead of a hunter 
sire, which would be more suitable; 
whether he is aware that fifteen or twenty 
years ago there was a strain of horses in 
that locality which always commanded 
good prices; and can he state on whose 
advice the thoroughbred sire has now 
been sent to Cahirciveen. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir, such 
representations have been made. The 
Department have no information as 
to the second inquiry. The thorough- 
bred sire mentioned was sent on the 
advice of the Department’s officers. 


Portaferry ‘(County Down) School. 

Mr. T. . CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Secretary to the Porta- 
ferry (county Down) School Attendance 
Committee is an assistant in the Roman 
Catholie school, and that, when the Com- 
missioners of Nitional Edue:tion had 
their attention drawn to the matter, they 
wrote to the managers of the school that 
this gentleman could not hold the 
position of secretary while a teacher; 
and whether, seeing that this gentleman 
continues to hold the position in defiance 
of the Commissioners, he will state what 
steps the Department intends to take in 
the matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In June, 1904, 


the Commissioners informed the com- 
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mittee that it was not permissible, under 
the Board’s rules, for the assistant 
teacher to act as secretary to the com- 
mittee. The Commissioners were not 
aware that he continues to act in this 
capacity, and are now making further 
inquiries into the matter, 


Royal Irish Constabulary--Galway Free 


orce. 
Mr. OPKELLY (Mavo, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 


state the strength at which it was decided 
to maintain the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary free force in the county of Galway 
at the triennial redistributions in 1900 
and 1903, the date of the triennial 
revision in each of those vears. the num- 
ber of police actually engaged in the 
county twelve months after the last 
revision, the number of extra police 
now emploved, how many of this 
number have been drafted in from 
the depot and how many from other 
counties, by what number would the 
Galway free force establishment be 
exceeded by taking into account only 
the police drafted from the depot 
omitting the number drafted in from 
the free force quota of other counties : 
and whether the vacancies caused in 
the free force in other counties have 


been made good by drafts from the 
depot. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: The _ free 
force fixed in May, 1900, was :—For 


Galway, E.R., 311 men; for Galway, W.R., 
349 men. No change was made at the 
redistribution in May, 1905. The actual 
numbers serving in May, 1904, were: 
In Galway, E.R., 288 men; in (ral- 
way, W.R., 521 men. The numbers of 
extra police now employed are: 70 in 
the East Riding, and 50 in the West 
tiding. The whole of this extra force 
has been drafted in from other counties, 
and the vacancies so caused have not 
been made good by drafts from the 
depot. 


Mayo Marine Works. 

Mr. O’K ELLY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if any reply has been 
reeived from the Midland Great Western 
Railway Company in connection with 
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the Mayo schemes unter the 


Works Act of 1902. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No reply has 


vet been received. 


County Kerry Railway Guarantees 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he proposes 
to take any s‘eps to relieve the rate- 
pavers in the county of Kerry from the 
payment of certain railway and other 
guarantees in accordance with the 
promise of the right hon. Member for 
Dover. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Develop- 
ment Grant Estimate for the current 
vear contains provision for payment of a 
first instalment of a grant, estimated at 
£25,500, towards the reconstruction and 
improvement of the line of railway from 
Tralee to Dingle. No further steps are 
in contemplation by the Government. 


London Voluntary Scnools. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether his 
at‘ention has been called to a special 
report on the 438 London voluntary 
schools submittel t» the Lon lon Coanty 
Council yesterday, in the course of which 
92 of these schools have been condemned 
outright and Sl4 reported upon as 
uisatisfactory in the matter of drainage; 
whether he is aware that the estimated 
result of this report is that 50,000 new 
school places will have to be provided at 
a cost of at least £1,500,000, that ia the 
event of denominational trustees being 
wiable to supply these places the same 
wil! have to be furnished by the London 
ratepayers, and that the maintenance 
charge upon the London County Council 
in any event will henceforward be on 
account of these schools over £599,000 
annually; and whether, in view of these 
facts, he will unleriake to propose during 
ths present session of Parliament such 
anendment of the Education Acts of 
1902 and 1903 as shall give the London 
County Council, together with the 
borough councils, the right to nominite as 
their representatives a larger number 
than two managers out of each six of the 
Managers who constitute the committee 
of management of each of these schools, 
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Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or rHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): In answer to 
the hon. Gentleman, I have to say that 
[ have not seen the report, and I 
understand it is not available for general 
use at present. I am told, however, 
that the estimates ar2 for the most part 
very conjectural, and err, if they do err, 
very much on the side of excess, As 
regards the conclusion which the hon. 
Gentleman attempts to draw from the 
facts he states on the Paper, I cannot 
agree with it. It seems to me that 
recent eveits have conclusively shown 
two things—in the first place, that the 
local authority has complete control over 
all the schools in its district as far as 
these matters are concernel; and, in the 
second place, that the voluntary schools 
are an enormous saving to the rateptyers. 


Questions. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether, in view of 
the great expenditure on the schools, he 
will give the County Council and the 
borough councils the right to nominate 
as their representatives in control of a 
school a larger number than two managers 
out of six. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I donot follow 
the argument of the hon. Gentleman. 
It seems to me that what has happened 
shows that the control is adequate as 1t 
is, and I see no reason to alter it. 


India and the Colonial Conference. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his 
attention has been drawn to the 
assurance given by Lord Curzon to the 
Viceroy’s Legislative Council at Calcutta, 
that if the Government of India were in- 
vited to enter a conference instructions 
would be given to her delegates that 
they must reserve full liberty for India 
to trade with the whole world on such 
terms as would suit her best, unfettered 
by engagements with other countries ; 
and whether, having regard to his pledge 
that nothing would be done by this 
Parliament to alter existing free trade 
institutions, he will undertake that if 
any invitations are issued to a Colonial 
Conterence the British representatives 
shall reserve the same libertv for the 
United Kingdom. 

pe 
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is erroneous, and the speech which is 
quoted in the Question was not made by 
Lord Curzon, but by an unefficial mem- 
ber of the Council. , 


Mr. LOUGH: But in any event will 
the First Lord do nothing to protect the 
interests of this country in a free-trade 
direction ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman knows perfectly well that I 
have said over and over again that in 
my cpinion the conference should be 
free as regards all the interests con- 
cerned, 


EUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMFBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury what business 
will be taken after the holidays? I 
presume there is no serious intention of 
taking the Second Reading of the Aliens 
Bill on the first day on which we meet. 
I may point out that although there is a 
considerable interval between the two 
dates it is not a Parliamentary inteival, 
and Members will have no oppcrtunity of 
consulting one another? Also what 
Supply will be taken on Thurscay ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFCUR: I thought I 
had alrezdy arnounced in unmistakable 
language that I propose to take the 
Second Reading of the Aliers Eill on the 
Tuesday on which the House re-assembles, 
and I explained the grounds on which I 
hold that that was a legitimate pro- 
ceeding. I really do not see how any 
one can object to it. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL ‘BANNERMAN: 
I object. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 1 must sey I] 
think the objection most unreasonable. 
The principle of the Bill was carried on 
Second Reading last year by an enormous 
majority. I was bitterly reproached 


last year on the giound that I had! 


wasted the time of the House over 
Supply in the earlier stages of the 
session instead of getting on with the 
Aliens Bill; { have now done my best 
to get on with the Bill. 
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desire to inconvenience any section of 


the House. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMANX : 
This is the principal Bill of the session, 
and, if the proposed course is adopted, 
only one Parliamentary day will elapse 


between its introduction and Seccnd. 
Reading. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The fact that 


it is the principal Bill of the session is a 
reason ior getting on withit. Hon, 
Members will have ail the leisure of the 
holidays to meditate on the speeches 
they propose to deliver. I shall yut 
cown as the second order on Tuesday, May 
2nd, the Report of the Budget Resolu- 
ticns. which on the following day will le 
the first order. On Thursday, Civil 
Service Estimates, Class I., will be taken, 
leaving out the Irish Votes; Vote 4, the 
Houres of Parliament, will stand first, 
and then Votes ], 2, a and 3, Palaces and 
Parks. 


Mr. KEIR HAE DIE (Merthyr Ty dvi): 
Could not the right hon, Gentleman tale 
the Sccond Reading of the Unemplcycd 
Bill on the Tuesday? It is of in 
measurably greater importance. 


Mr. A. J. BALFGUR: I have beer 
told I ought not to take the Aliens Bil! 


because itis soimyportant. How can J 
reconcile the two things ? 
Mr. KE!R HARDIE: It is much less 


controversial. 


Mr. LOUGH: Could not the right hon. 
Gentleman take Supply on Tuesday, and 
put the Aliens Bill down for Thursday ? 
We had no opyortunity of discussing 
that Bill en the First Reading. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That would 
require a special Resolutien. I really 
see no objection to the course I have 
suggested. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) pointed 
out that hon. Members had had no 
opportunity of putting down Questions 
to the Home Seerctary with regard te 
various points in the Bill. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR replied that, 
though it was perfectly legitimate to put 
down Questions in regard to a Bill, the 
better time to raise them was on the 
Bill itself. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: When will the 
Second Reading of the Unemployed Bill 
be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 


cannot make any statement as to that. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): When will 
the Scottish Education Bill be taken ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope on an 
early day after Kaster. 


NEW BILL. 


FERRIES (ACQUISITION BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES) BILL. 

“To enable Local Authorities to 
acquire existing Ferries by agreement,” 
presented by Mr. Grant Lawson; sup- 
ported by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. 
Solicitor-General; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday, 2nd May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 189.] 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
(EASTER). 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn until 


Tuesday, 2nd May.” —(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I shall be parsuing a 
well-established time-honoured, and 
useful course, in old days more than in 
modern times in this House, perhaps, 
when I take this opportunity of address- 
ing a few questions to the Administration, 
and reviewing, in some sort, the progress 
of their general policy since the House 
met. The first subject about which I 
wish to askis the South African Consti- 
tution. We should all like to know what 
prospect there is of an early announce- 
ment of the policy of the Government in 
regard to that matter, and whether we 
shall be furnished with Papers on the 
subject. The House will remember that 
when the question of Chinese labour was 
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under discussion we were plied with Papers 
showing what purported to be the move- 
ment of opinion in the Transvaal upon 
the subject; and casting our minds a 
little further back we may remember how 
largely we were informed, whether the 
information was always accurate or not, 
as to the state of feeling on the general 
grounds of policy when there was a con- 
troversy between the representatives of 
this country and Mr. Kruger with regard 
to the extinction of the franchise in this 
very community with which we are now 
dealing. Remembering these things, I 
feel justified in saying that it would be 
useful to the House if Papers were pre- 
sented showing what the Government 
gather to be the general desire and opinion 
of our fellow-subjectsin the Transvaal as 
to the new Constitution. The Colonial 
Secretary used some words the other day 
which were taken to imply that the new 
body which the Government seek to create 
would be entirely composed of elected 
members. I should like to know whether 
the right hon. Gentleman was correctly 
apprehended in that sense. 


I turn now to Somaliland. Questions 
on the subject have been asked of 
the Government to-day, but I think 
the Answers are very far from being 
Here is a quarter of 
the world where we have spent some- 
thing like three million sterling, and 
wasted a great many lives—or, at any 
rate, brought to an end a great many 
lives—and a treaty has been entered into 
between the Mullah and ourselves and 
between the Mullah and the Italian Gov- 
ernment ; and while the Italian Chamber 
has been placed in possession of the cir- 


cumstances and nature of their 
engagements, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and certainly the House 
of Commons, a month after the 


occurrence, are in entire ignorance of 
the arrangement. I go further afield, to 
the affairs of Tibet. It has been stated 
in the newspapers that the Chinese 
Government have made, or desire, modi- 
fications in the treaty which has been 
concluded, or in the basis upon which it 
is to be concluded; and I should be 
slad to know whether that statement is 
well-founded, what are the nature of 
these modifications, and what the treaty 
will ultimately be. I also wish to know 
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the state of things in Afghanistan. We 
have had a Mission for three months in 
Kabul. It has now, I believe, returned 
to India ; and yet the House of Commons 
is not aware why it went, what the 
course of the negotiations has been, and 
what is the result achieved. I think it 1s 
time that we received some definite and 
full information upon the subject, which is 
particularly necessary when we consider 
what a very important place our rela- 
tions in that quarter of the world take 
in His Majesty’s Government's conception 
of what the British Army is to be in the 
future. 


This brings me naturally to the 
question of the Army itself. In what a 
curious position the House of Commons 
stands in regard to that matter! We 
have had dangled before our eyes for 
four years some great scheme of Army 
reform, in the clouds; and this year, 
again, so indeterminate is the policy of 
the Government with regard to the Army 
that our Estimates are provisional and 
supposititious altogether, for they do not 
profess to represent the policy of the 
rovernment. We have had a diversified 
debate on the subject, I admit; but no 
light whatever. All that we have suc- 
ceeded in ascertaining, and that in a 
confused form, is the personal opinion— 
if he had his own way—of the Secretary 
for War. The latest recorded policy of 
the Government in regard to the Army is 
embodied in a Resolution passed by the 
House of Con:mons in, T think, 1901, pro- 
fessing agreement in the policy then put 
forward by the Government as being 
necessary for the safety of the Empire. 
T remember that at the time I entered 
my protest against such a proceeding, 
because I thought it was not usual to 
make the House of Commons, as it were, 
an accomplice in, or a party to, the policy 
of the Government by a direct expression 
of approval of that policy. The usual 
course is for the House of Commons to 
acquiesce in the policy of the Government 
by voting their Kstimates, but not to pass 
a direct vote of confidence init. Anyway, 
that policy in regard to the Army has 
been abandoned. No words have been 
too strong to condemnit: indeed, I might 
say that no discredit is too great to 
attach to it; although I do not know 
that I take that view of it myself. 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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That policy has been abandoned, and 
yet it stands on our Journal as the 
recorded opinion of tiis House that it 
was the best policy of Army reform which 
we could possibly enjoy. [Is the Govern- 
ment going to bring forward a Res»- 
lution to rescind that recorded opinion ? 
It seems to me that it would be only de- 
cent for them to do so. 


And now that I have come to Reso- 
lutions that stand on our Journals, !et 
me refer to certain fiscal Resolutions 
which have been passed by this House 
within the last two or three weeks. 
The right hon. Gentleman and _ his 
colleagues appeared to be _ prepared 
to discard those Resolutions altogether. 
Why and upon what plea? IT especially 
refer to the Motion of my hon. friend 
the Member for Barnsley, which arraigned 
and challenged the very fiscal policy of 
His Majesty’s Government, if, indeed, 
there be such a thing at all. But what 
was it that the right hon. (rentleman said 
with regard to an earlier Motion—the 
Motion of the hon. Member for Oldham— 
in connection with which the right hon. 
Gentleman took refuge in the previous 
Question? That was the Motion opposed 
to the imposition of preferential duties 
based upon the protective taxation of 
food. The right hon. Gentleman said— 

‘*The Resolution is not only ambiguous; it 
is inexpedient. It is inexpedient because it is 
brought forward under circumstances which, 
if it were carried by the House, would not 
merely have the relatively insignificant result 
of turning out the present Government ” 


It is admitied that this Motion by a 
private Member on a private Member’s 
night would have the effect of turning 
out the Government if it were carried— 

“*but it would have the result of producing a 
widespread misconception in this country, which 
is bad, and throughout our Colonial Empire, 
which is far, far worse.” 


Sir, I do not understand what right 
the right hon. Gentleman has to pick 
and choose among these Resolutions. 
This one will turn out the Government, 
and, therefore, we move the previous 
Question; but this one is a fanciful 
declaration of opinion oi a_ private 
Member, and is of no consequence—the 
latter being a Resolution directed straight 
against the Government’s own views and 
the policy which they have mide the 
capital question of the day. The right 
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hon, Gentleman may think that th's is a 
very nice way of playing with the House 
of Commons. I do not think the country 
takes that view. Thold it is not treating 
the House of (ommons with respect, and 
it is not treating himself and his position 
and his own policy with respect. We 
hear of the degeneracy of the House of 
Commons, but we have only heard of it 
in the last few years, and it is treatment 
such as this to which any degeneracy of 
the House of Commons in the public 
mind is attributable. He says of one of 
these Motions which I am comparing 
with each other, the one which he met 
by the previous Question, that it is 
proposed ‘Sunder circumstances which 
would turn out the Government.” What 
are the circumstances? Where are the 
peculiar circumstances of that particular 
Resolution which do not attach to all 
others? We have never had that ex- 
plained. I venture to think that the 
Motion of my hon. friend the Member for 
Barnsley is, in the words of the Prime 
Minister, far, far worse than that on 
wnich he devised the tacties of the 
previous Question. The truth is the 
Government cannot claim to represent 
the country. Month by month and week 
by week there is evidence of that. Thot 
being so, they dare not face the House of 
Commons. On what ground does their 
moral authority rest ? They seem to be 
rather a rara avis in the constitutional 
history of this country. Their motto 
seems to be 7’y suds, 7’y reste—not a very 
noble or dignified one, and certainly not 
constitutional; and I think our recent 
experience, recent within the last genera- 
tion, shows that it is a basis of rather 
evil omen upon which to found tenure 
of office, because in the case in which 
these celebrated words were used the 
result was by no means satisfactory to 
the man who used them. 
‘“*The times have been, 
“That when the brains were out the man 
would die.” 


Hon. Members will recollect the very 
natural exclamation of my countryman 
When he saw the ghost of Banquo whom 
he thought he had disposed of. The 
times have been when a Government, 
having no policy to declare and no hold 
upon the country, and daring not to face 
the House of Commons, did give its 
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charge back into the hands from which 
it received it, 


What, then, is the policy of the 
Government and its position in this 
fiscal matter? That is the question we 
wish to raise shortly to-day. In the 
last fortnight, we are told, great changes 
have taken place. The policy of the 
Government has suffered what is called 
“a sea change”’—that was, I suppose, 
at Brighton; but whatever the origin 
may be, there are certain changes. We, 
of course, are mere spectators of the 
play, but there is great activity behind 
the curtain’on the stage. We hear a 
great deal of scraping, and trampling, 
and shuffling, and rumbling. When the 
curtain rises is it to be the same per- 
formance with the stage furniture a 
little shifted, and perhaps a little fresh 
paint, or is it to be a new piece alto- 
gether? That is what we want to 
know. But, as usual, we are only able 
to put together indications gathered here 
and there. We have heard of a certain 
committee meeting from which a search 
party was sent out to find the Prime 
Minister, who had of late been missing 
from the House of Commons. It is 
reported that they found him and made 
certain proposals to him, but the reply 
was postponed, and these proposals were 
understcod to refer to what, in spite of 
recent events, must still by courtesy be 
described as the fiscal policy of the 
Government. The Prime Minister will, 
perhaps, correct me if I am wrong in 
suggesting that there may be no such 
policy in existence; for a Government . 
which declines to support by voice and 
vote in the House of Commons its own 
declared vieys on what, as I said, it has 
made the capital and cardinal question 
of the day, lays itself open to some degree 
of misunderstanding and suspicion. Are 
we then to be allowed to know what all 
this has been about? Judging by pro- 
ceedings at the Liberal Unionist Club, 
presided over by the right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham, the idea is to 
make room on the Prime Minister’s half- 
sheet of note-paper for a good show of 
protectionism. That may not be the 
right hon. Gentleman’s view, but he may 
be perfectly sure it is other people’s. 
The pious aspirations of the Prime 
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Minister are to be made to unite grace- 
fully with the darling dreams of the 
right hon. Member for West Birming- 
ham. I should have thought that the 
Prime Minister’s aspirations were cloudy 
enough, and copious enough of them- 
selves to mask the movements of the 
most audacious and adventurous ad- 
herents of schools of tariff reform, and 
to conceal the unfortunate little con- 
fusion that evidently attaches to them. 
Under the Prime Minister’s half-sheet 
of note-paper you can do anything or 
nothing. You can set up one set of 
tariffs to punish competitors whose tariffs 
are too high, or you can set up another 
set of tariffs to confound the foreigner 
who sends you cheap goods. You can 
have food taxes, taxes on raw materials, 
taxes on manufactured goo ls, taxes on 
anything you like, so long as you lay 
your hand on your heart and swear that 
your intentions are strictly honourable, 
and that you have no intention of being 
a protectionist. It is a beautifully elastic 
formula which does great credit to the 
ingenuity of its devisor; and I can quite 
understand that any idea of adding to it 
or improving upon it must cause the 
right hon, Gentleman no little pain. 
But that is by the way. What we 
should like to know, and are entitled to 
know, is, is there any change as to the 
result in the representations that have 
reached him of all these shiftings, and 
adjustments, and concealments, and con- 
spiracies, and clevernesses ¢? Mr, Deputy- 
Speaker, what occurs to us all is this— 
how much better it would have been, 
how much more effective, if the Govern- 
ment from the first had pursued a plain 
and outspoken course. 


a 

Now take the clauses of this memorable 
instrument. Article 1 has to do with 
negotiations for dealing with hostile 
tarifis and dumping. Does thit stand 
under the new arrangement as it did, 
or is any change contemplated? Then 
there are Articles 2 and 5, dealing 
with the conference, and there we 
come on very delicate ground. The 
half-sheet received a postscript the day 
after it was published—a postscript which 
only repeated what the 
Gentleman said at Edinburgh, and which 
had been denounced and rejected at 
Luton. It proposed, in the strongest 
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terms, two elections—the first election 
authorising a conference, the second 
election confirming the decision of the 
conference. Nothing could be clearer 
than the right hon. Gentleman’s words. 
But now let me look for a moment at 
how these two elections will work out 
in point of time. I read in the sanguine 
newspapers supporting the right hon. 
Gentleman that the general election will 
not take place till next year. Assuming 
it does not take place till next year, 
which is a long assumption, then the 
election will not take place till 1906, 
Cabinet Ministers have themselves told 
us that there is sure to be a majority 
for this side of the House. Then the 
Liberals will be returned to office. I 
assume, next, that the doctrine of the 
Septennial Act is to be applied to all 
(covernments, and not to one more than 
another, and admitting that there are 
sometimes accidents affecting the duration 
ot Governments, or any Government 
which chooses to regard accidents and 
the feeling of the country, then the 
Liberals will stay in office until 1912. 
I am perfectly imparti:l; I am giving us 
no more than Tam gving you. In 1912 
there is an*ther general clection, and the 
Liberals are defeated and a Conference 
Government comes into office. That is a 
large assumption, but I wll give vou the 
benefit of it. They remain in office until 
1918. They take advantage of the full 
time and do everything they can to keep 
their people together in the House of 
Commons and to snap their fingers gal- 
lantly at the constituencies and the 
wretched negligible electors of the 
country. Here we have come to 1918, 
During these six years the conference 
meets, and in 1918 the great point of the 
election will be that the country should 
approve or not approve the recommenda- 
tions of the conference. Then I assume 
in my generosity that again the Party 
opposite come in a second time, and that 
is the second Conferences Administration; 
but it is not until 1918 thet Parliament 
and the country can be invited to cons'der 
this question of preferential duties in 
connection with colo iies, whose elections 
are not necessarily synchronous with 
ours. There we are then! That is what 
is meant by not rushing the question. 
It is a pretty long vista, an‘ in the main 
it appears to me that everything else 
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must go. But what is going to become 
of our dying and dwindling trade and our 
disrupted Empire during this long in- 
terval? It is said by way of argument 
tiat “ Time is on my side”; but I do 
not think time is on the side of the pro- 
posals of the Government in this respect. 

But that is not all. Here is another 
dalicate point—the points of reference 
anithe instructions to delegates. This 
tisecal conference is to be free and un- 
fettered. Ifwe are to make it free anl 
unfettered, will every on? else mike it 
fre and unfettered ? We have no security 
ail no prospect of that, IT am afraid. 
Lord Lansdowne in the other House said, 
‘No instructions will be needed.” Ap- 
parently there will be an intuition on the 
pirt of our delegates as to the limits of 
virlation, as to the Seylla and Charybdis 
throuth which they must steer. How 
n-ar they may go either Sevlla or Charyb- 
ds we do not know; that is in the 
discretion or the prajudic: of the indi- 
v.dual delegate; bit there we are. They 
are to b2 told not to go beyond a certain 
poiut, but how in the world are they to 
b> guded when we know the strong 
opimioas prevailing in this Hous?? Ture 
tivo plain Q i1estions, therefore, in which I 
congentrate what [ hive to say are thesa 
—'oes the Prima Minister abile by the 
two elections? and secondly, are the 
British delegates to enzer the coaference 
with no ins‘ructions of oa2 sort or 
another ? 

Now I come to th: fouvt: chaptar 
in the memorable iistram3nt called 
th: ‘“half-she2t of note-paper.” The 
Prim» Minister, in the fourth and last 
article there, says — 


* [ do not d>sire to raise the home prices fo- 
rarpose of aiding ho.ns polactioa.” 


Tae House will observe the “Ido not 
lssire”’—still this faint languigs of 
“desire.” Does this phrase cover 
esloaial productions, and are our 
delezates and the colonial delegates, if 
not by express reductions, then by some 
process of elimination, to limit their 
deliberations merely to how we are to 
stat what constitutes a protective tariff 
when every protectionist worth his salt 
is persuaded, or tries t» persuals us, 
tiat high tariffs d> not mike a thing 
dear because it is the foreizner who 
pays ? 
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night to witaess the departure of the 
Chane>llor of the Exchequer from this 
noble dogma when, in taking off the 
twopence on tea, he said that he was 
conferring a benefit which would reach 
every home in th: country. I hops that 
the son is not going to follow his father’s 
policy. To plain people such as we are 
ani such as our countrymen are, who do 
not care for sibtleties, but who wish plain 
facts and plain op:nions, these are the 
diffizulties which occur to us. The con- 
fusio1 that attend>d the position of the 
(overnm nt in this vital and important 
mat‘er at the opening of the session has 
becom worse con‘ounded now; and I 
hold tat it is du2 to the country and to 
the House of Conmons that the Prime 
Minister should take this appropriate 
coastitutional opportunity of clearing 
away that confusion 


MINISTER ano FIRST 
LORD or taE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batyour, Maashester, E.): The right 
hon. Gentleman his shown a perhaps 
natural, but certainly an extensive, 
curiosity in the course of his speech. 
No> only has he gon? over the twice-told, 
nay, the thous wnd-tim:s to'd, tale of the 
fiszal discussion in this House, but he 
began his speech by asking m2 a larg> 
ninber of Questions about India, 
Afghanistan, Somaliland, and other great 
national interests. 


THe PRIME 


Sie H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


Tais is the occasion to do it. 


Ma. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 
co nplaining of the Questions the right 
hon. Gent!emin asked. Itis his right anl 
privileze to ask them, and he has used 
tie right to the utmost. [ do no® go 
beyond that. The right hon. Gentleman 
asked first of all about the Transvaal 
Papers. My right hoa. friend informs 
me that b2fore the: House meets again 
hon. Members will have an opportunity 
of stulying them. I am told that the 
a‘wy Constitution will be promulgated in 
wie cours? of the next few days, and that 
(12 Papers will be la'd on the Tib‘e of the 
Hous» imnediately afterwards. As to 
Papers indicating the temper and mind 
of the inhabitants of the Transvaal on 
che questions raised by this co.stitution, 
my right hon. friend informs me thit he 
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hopes to be able to Jay Payers on the | only when he came to the familiar and 


Table dealing with that subject before | 
the House again meets, Lut 1 should be | 
sorry to pledge him to a day or two. | 


On Somaliland the right hcn. Gentle- | 
man accused the Government of indiffer- | 
ence to the fate of that country and to | 
the transactions taking place there. 
Rut we lave not obtained the 
information with regaid to the 
treaty with the Mullah, When 1 re- | 
member the anxiety that the Somaliland | 
question has caused to us for years past 
the accusation of the right hen. Gentle- 
man seems tome astrangeone. I donot 
see how it can alter the fact that we have 
not got the information from General 
Swayne. It is net in any sense due to 
ihe fact that we have not asked for it, 
but General wayne is away from the sea 
coast in the interior and con munication 
is difficult. Thcughwe do not deny thet 
we are surprised at not receiving the 
informaticn, it is not our fault, and it is 
no fault of General Swayne’s. We do not 
doubt, however, that the info:mation will 
be scon in the hands of ton. Men.bers. 
‘The right Lon. Genthmin then asked 
whether we had any news of the negotia- 
tions with regaid tothe Tibet Trecty. 1] 
understand that we have no info:maticen 
on this subject. The treaty with the 


Ameer of Afghenistan ienevs the 
arrangements mde with his father. 


Papers will ke laid cn the Table in due 
time; but there is nothing mysteriovs in 
the transaction, and Izm gled that the 
negotiations have (cme to a successiul 
issue. 


The rnght hon. Gentleman on the 
Army qvesticn asked me to survey and | 
summarise the results of the four or five 
nights of debate. He can hardly expect 
me in the course of a reply on the after- 
noon of the holidays to give even in a 
most concise fashion my views on the 
Aimy question. I have made a speech 
on one branch of it, and the Secretary 
for War mede many speeches; and I do 
not think I can, with any advantage 
either to the Houre cr to the cause 
of Army reform, now attempt te) 
add to what was then said. I can- 
rot help thinking that the right hon. | 
Gentleman went over this part of the 


congenial subject of fiscal reform, aid 
then, partly under the guise of Questions 
and partly in a more direct state, he 


| passed some criticisms on the Govern- 


The first related to the course 
the Government had pursud 


ment, 
which 


‘upon certain abstract Resolutions, cr 


(on an earlier occasion, 


plivate Members’ Resolutions, which hid 
been moved on Tuesday or Wednesdey 
nights during the last two months. Tle 
right Lon. Gentleman asked me how we 
could reconcile the course pursued cn 


‘the Resolution of the kon. Member jor 
' Oldham, which we made a Government 


question, with the course we pursued on 
scme later Resolutions, whieh, ro doubt, 
we treated with indifference. 1 think 
the distinction is perfectly plain. In the 
first place, we thought, and we still 
think, that there is a limit which it 1s 


desirable to observe in the interests cf 
the House for which the right hon, 


Gentleman professes so very peculiar a 
regaid at the present moment and which 
he thinks I have neglected. We think 
that it is contrary to the hest interests 
of this House that Resolutions dealing 
with the same question should be su}- 
mitted week after week to the judgment 
of the Hc use. But that is not nearly all. 
The right hon. Gentleman, when :e 
favours us with this species of Parlia- 
mentary discussicn, forgets a fact of 
which I] tcok the trouble to remind him 
that the «ne 
official Amendment to the Address movid 
by the Opposition—by the tight hon. 


i Member for East Fife, in fact—was a 
' Resolution in which it was stated that 


this question had been already sufficient] 
discussed. [Cheers, and OpposiTION crics 
of ‘‘ Nct in this House ; in the country.” 
Now what is the distinction? [Cries of 
“QOh.”’] Relative to this issue, what is 
the distinction between the House ard 
the country? No such distinctin wis 
drawn or was meant in the Resolution. 
What was meant clearly was that in tle 
opinion of hon. Members oy posite thcy 
had had enough of debates on the fiscal 
question, and they wishcd io turn us out 
of offce. I cannot understand why they 


/should want to run away from their 


words. I must next remind the House 
of what the right hon. Gentleman his 


subject more as a painful duty than to | forgotten, though he read my speech on 
give himself pleasure. 


Mr. A.J. Baljour. 


He expanded | the Motion of the hon. Member for 
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Oldham. I then pointed out that why I | 
attached special importance to that 
Motion was that, if it were carried, it 
would indicate to the Colonies that we 
did not propose to treat the conference 
as a free conference; and J said it would 
have the worst possible effect, and have 
a serious bearing on any future trans- 
action in connection with that conference 
if this House should commit itself to the 
proposition that this conference was not 

to be free. The House determined by a 
majority that that was to be a free 
conference ; and I do not know why that 

point should be reopened. The evil 
efiects have been got rid of. I fear them 
no longer; and I see nothing to be 
gained, from any point of view—from 

the economic point of view or from that 

of informing this House or the Colon es— 

why those debates should be continued. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Allow me to hark back a little. The right 
hon. Gentleman said we ran away from 
our words. Here are our words— 

‘The various aspects of the fiscal question 
having now been fully discussed in the country 
for nearly two years, the time has come for 
submitting the issue to the people.” 


That is not running away. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ido not agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman. If that 
Resolution meant anything, it meant that 
the question had been sufficiently dis- 
cussed, It may have meant nothing. 
It may have been only a preamble or 
some form of words to enable the Opposi- 
tion to vote against the Government. 
But, if it meant anything, it meant that 
the subject had been thrashed out. Yet 
these Resolutions came afterwards, and I 
repeat that whenthe right hon. Gentle- 
man attacks me for taking the view that 
there has been an adequate discussion 
of the question in the House, he is run- 
ning away from the view which he and 
his whole Party were supposed to express 
on the debate on the Address. Hon. Gen- 
tlemen have accused me, I am told, in 
language of almost un-Parliamentary 
violence [Cries of “ No” | dare say that 
they were wrongly 1eported—of having 
run away from the House of Commons or 
from our opinions or from something or 
other. Iam not quite sure what it was 
we were supposed to have run away from ; 
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but if the right hon. Gentleman thinks 
that we ran away from him, he is quite 
mistaken. [Cries of “‘Oh.”] After all, it 
is not I who began bringing these charges 
of running away; and is every licence of 
language to be used by hon. Members 
opposite and am I not to be allowed to 
suggest that I do not run away from the 
right hon. Gentleman? Surely that is not 
an extravagant contention, or one indicat - 
ing overweening boastfulness on my part. 
I ventured to point out to the House that 
the course pursued on those evenings on 
which we were subject to the criticism of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite was distinctly 
laid dowa by me beforehand, in the speech 
I made on the Resolution of the hon. 
Member for Oldham. Was it on that 
Resolution or on the next ? We have had 
so many that I forget. But our course was 
laid down beforehand by me in the most 
explicit terms; and if afterwards I had 
yielded to the taunts of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, then I should have been running 
away from my words, by having laid 
down a policy that I did not mean to ad- 
here to. But I did lay down a policy. 
and I did adhere to it. [Cries of ‘* What 
policy /”] The policy of not doing any- 
thing by speech or countenance to en- 
courage the House to think that I 
approved of these perpetually recurring 
debates on one subject, debates which, in 
my opinion, were inconsistent with the 
dignity of the House, and could serve no 
useful purpose. That is the policy I laid 
downand adhere to, and that is the policy 


‘which, if the same circumstances arise in 


the future, I shall pursue. The right hon. 
Gentleman told us that we could not face 
the House of Commons. We face the 
House of Commons in the only way in 
which a Government can face the House. 
We act by its support, depend upon its 
votes, and meet the censure of right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite if they wish to cen- 
sure us. What other course does the 
right hon. Gentleman wish us to take / 
He suggests quite distinctly that we ought 
to regard every private Member's Motion 
as one by which the Government should 
stand or fall. I do not agree with that. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


You said the first Motion was such a one. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Certainly, I 
said that that was of such importance, for 
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reasons already given, that we were de- 
termined, if the House did not support 
us, to resign, The House did support us. 
I do not know what right the right 
hon. Gentleman has to object to that 
course. But the right hon. Gentleman 
himself has given notice of a vote of cen- 
sure, which is to come on early after 
Easter; and we shall be ready to face 
him then; and if he will moderate the 
number, but not the severity, of his 
attacks, we shall be glad to give him 
other opportunities to see whether we do 
or do not face the House of Commons. I 
venture to tell the right hon.:Gentleman, 
if he thinks we have pursued an excep- 
tional course in dealing with these private 
Members’ Motions, that he will pursue 
precisely the same course in our place; 
and I think he will be right. [Cries of 
No.”] It never has been regarded as a 
necessary part of the duties of a Govern- 
ment to obey the Resolutions passed by 
private Members. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
It depends on the subject 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then the 
tight hon. Gentleman himself draws a 
distinction between one Resolution and 
another—the very thing that he attacked 
me for doing. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
If it is a private Member’s Resolution 
affecting something which does not deep!y 
concern the Government, they may take 
what course they like. But at any rate 
they must be prepared to stand the 
racket. But in this case the right hon. 
Gentleman ran away from a Resolution 
brought forward by an hon. Member 
arraigning the very policy which is the 
policy ot His Majesty’s Government. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentieman has run away from his own 
argument. It was that I had no right 
to draw distinct ous between one private 
Member’s Res»lution and another. He 
now says that vou may draw a distine- 
tion, and wnat ix it? It is that when a 
thing is being discussed a second time 
you must take part in the debate, and 
treat the Motion as a vote of censure. 
But if it is being discussed for the first 


time, then you may exercise your right 


Mr. A, J. Ba'four. 
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of private julgment as to the importance» 


of the occasion. I do not see much 
difference between ‘“ standing the 
racket,” which means listening to 


speeches more or less interesting, and 
seeing that a Motion is counted out or 
talked out. 

I remember that there was another 
private Member's Resolution subsequent 
to those to which the right hon, 
Gentleman has made such a lengthy 
reference, a Resolution which asked very 
civilly, but very specifically, certain ques- 
tions in connection with Home Rule, 
which the right hon. Gentleman answered 
very civilly, but not at all specifically, 
We should have liked to see what would 
have happened on a division. JT had a 
l-gitimate curiosity on that subject. It 
appeared to me, if the right hon. (rentle- 
man’s own views of the next election are 
accurate, to be even more relevant to the 
issu» to be put befor: the country at 
the next election than anything connected 
with fiscal reform. One of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own followers talked it out, 
ond we were deprived of that very legiti- 
mate expectation, I do not know 
whether that is running away or not. 
li “running away” is used in a moral 
sense, I should say it was running away 
ina most obvious mann>-r; and I see no 
distinction between the course the hon. 
Gentleman pursued and the course we 
pursued, except this rather miterial one, 
that we have not had five separate 
debates and divisions on the subject of 
Home Rule, whereas in the cours» of the 
present session we have had that number 
of debates and divisions on th» fiscal 
question. Therefore [I should have 
thought that the first time there was a 
debate between the two sides of the 
House as to the unity of the Party 
opposite on the subject of Home Rule, 
as to the policy they were going to 
declare when they went to the country, 
as to the views they take of Irish self- 
government, I should have thought that 
when that question was raisz:d for the 
first time this session—— 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): ‘We 
have had co-ordination. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: We have had 
nothing on the Address 01 the subject ot 
the policy of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
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nor was it raised in any shape. 
have thought that the Parliamentary 
heroes who are all for sitt'ng out a debate, 
stinding what they call “the racket,” 
would have grasved at the opportunity 
of telling us in those pliin, unmistrk ible 
terms that they love so well, w.thovt 
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T should | events [ have not be2nsuczessful. 


mistak», circum!ocatioa, or ambigu ty, | 
| questions a3 to why he goas to see Lord 


precisely what the Froit Bench opp site, 
to ssy nothing of hoa. Gontle nen be'tind 
it, really thought about the question of 
Hom» Rul» for: Ireland. Well, Sir, it is 
m'lincholy to think thit these Puarlia- 
mentiry heroes hive left us in ignocanse 
01 that subject at the pressnt mom at, 
thit we are still wandering in dark.ess 
as to what their tru: and united views 
my be upon this all-im»ortant Imperial 
issu', and that we were prevented from 
ofuining thit knowledg» by th accion, 
and s> far asI know the unconde nned 
astion, of oie of their owa frieads, 
T should have thought they would have 
moved the closure themselves rather 
thin talk it out. It is ve.y disappoint- 
ins, Sir. I am all for receiving in a 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


mk spirit thes? lectures on Patlia- | 


mentary courag? anil heroism, anl in- 


lif+rence to criticism, ant all the rest of | 


it-anl I hop» [ proit by them. 
sus» I try to. Bat hon. Gentle nen op- 
posits should rem>m:r how fatal itis to 


the true caus> of morality waen the 
preacher himself so grossly and so 


o>viously violates his ow. precepts; an, 
if there has been any lask of Partia- 
m-ntiry courag? showa by any Party or 
any hoa. Gentleman in this House, I 
feve that the great cause has received 
almost its deadliest blow from th action 
of the right hon. Genatlemia antl his 
frieils im conasetion with the 
Ri» debate. Lam sorry for it beers, 


[ am} 


| Gentleman. 


Hom?) 


altiouzh Ido not agree with the right) 
ho.. Gantlemvn in taining thet Parlia- | 
| passes in the lobby, or what passes at 
| private m2tinzs or: in pztivate corre- 


mit is dacivleat— — 


Sr2 H. CAMPBOLGL-BSANNGAWAN : 
Id> not think so. 


Ma. A. J. BALYOTR: I thouzht th> 
nicht hon. Gentleman’s view was that 
the high character of Parliament was per- 
ishing and that I was the murderer. I 
an glad he does not take such a gloomy 
view, and that if I have mide efforts to 
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Now, 
he and I are quite agreed about that. 


House (Easter). 


Well, then, the right hon. Gan‘leman 
weat 01 to ask mea great manv Qasstions 
about matters which, if I may venture 
respactfully to say so, do not s2em to m3 
to consera him at all. Id> not asx him 


Spencer or Lord Rosebary. I do not ask 
him what is th» seeret history of Lord 
Speneer’s s)-called mvnifesto. I[ do not 
ask him exactly where he stands in 
relation to Lord Rosebeary’s views of this 
or that quastion of foreiga or do n>stic 


policy. These ar: things thas hon. 
(rentlsme1 must settle among them- 
selves. Surely they will fiad it quite 


easy to settle tham. I do not fora 
moment believe that when the right 
hon. Gentleman or any other eminent 
persoas are asked to form a Radical 
Adninistration they will have the 
smallest difficulty in doing it. But I do 
not ask qu2stions about it. T hear every 


| diy of a new allocation of offives anong 


right hoa. Gentlem2n and hon. Gentleman 
opposite. Bat I do not believe all these 
rumours; I know how erron2.us such 
rumoirs are. I would recommend the 
sa? cautious scepticism to the right hon. 
I do not for a moment 
balieve—{ cou'd not believe—in all these 
stories, beacause they are not all con- 
sistent; bat I do not believe, as a 
mutter of fast, in any of them. Ani I 
thin th? rmgat hoa. Gentlemiu miy 
rest assuced that the power of rumour 
to falsify facts is not greiter when it is 
dealing with the interadal a‘fuirs of our 
Party than it is wha dealing with the 
internal affairs of his Party. 1 would 
venture to suzgsst to hin that if onze 
we begin asking evh ocher Qastions 
ac?o33 th floor of the House as to what 


spondsncs, if any Answers are given to 


'these Questions public life will not be 
‘rend:red more agreeable to any of ths 


| the Pa‘ty whic. would los: 


persons consaraed; and I canit help 
thinking, thoush here I muy be wrong, 
m)3t by so 
novel ani so inconveniznt a practice 
woald b> the hon. and rigat hon. Gentle- 
men oppositz. Waza the right hon. 
Geantlemin asks m+ what is going on 


destroy the dignity of Parliament, at all, behind the curtain, I wou'd remind him 
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that there are two curtains, that pro- | 
bably there is quite as much going on 
behind one curtain as behind the other, 
and that I do not consider one Party 
has the slightest right to subject the 
other to a cross-examination upon those 
subjects simply because they sit upon 
one side of the House or upon the other. 


Adjournment of the 


That leads me to the last observation I 
have to make. The right. hon. Gentle- 
man has throughout his speech assumed 
that I have endeavoured to make the 
fiscal question the main point to be dis- 
cussed by this Parliament. Not only is 
that inaccurate, but it precisely 
the reverse of the fact. I have from the 
beginning, rightly or wrongly, consis- 
tently stated that in my judgment one 
Parliament is not well advised in dis- 
cussing matters which cannot come before 


is 


it, but which may come before its 
successor. It wastes its own time, it 
Taises an enormous number of false 


issues, and it invariably leads to much 
confusion. That doctrine, as everybody 
knows, it has been impossible to carry 
out consistently. I did my best; I admit 
I had to give up the task, But 1 
nevertheless think that this perpetual pre- 
occupation with matters with which this 
House, as this House, will never be 
called upon to deal does not add either 
to our utility or to our efficiency as a 
legislative and deliberative Assembly. The 
right hon. Gentleman has actually 
extended this view of what the House 
of Commons ought to do till the year 
118. I confess that such declarations 
as I have made, on a half-sheet of note- 
paper or otherw'se, upon questions of | 
high Imperial policy are statements 
relating to the immediate future. Iam 
not going te pledge myself or my friends, 
and I think hon. Gentlemen opposite will 
be much less wise than I conceive them 
to be if they pledge themselves or their 
friends to the policy that ought to be 
pursued in 1918. Who can possibly | 
touch this fiscal question in days like. 
these and state with assurance what 
policy this country ought to pursue on | 
that or any other question in 1918? The 
thing is ludicrous and absurd. It is 
sufficient for each of us to state what we | 
propose to do at the next election if we 
are called upon to manage the affairs of | 
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| state what I should recommend to my 


House (Easter). 
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country. The right hon. Gentleman 
does not understand my statement. He 
always is glad to do himself an intellec- 
tual injustice. He has not told us what 
he means to say to the country, either on 
that or any other question, if he is called 
upon. [An Hon. Member: Why should 
he? He is not in office.] Because he 
says he is going to be called upon. He 
says, “You are not going to be called 
to office after the next election. There- 
fore you must tell us precisely what you 
would do if that happened which is not 
going to happen.” We reply that, if we 
are not going to be called upon, you are; 
and, if it is so necessary that this House of 
Commons should preoccupy itself with 
what the next Government is going to 
do, the right hon. Gentleman should 
cross-examine his own friends as to what 
they mean to do on the colonial question, 
the fiscal question, and the Irish question, 
These gentlemen, who are so anxious to 
face the House of Commons, so anxious to 
face the music, and have such insitiable 
appetites for short, clear, and lucid 
statements of policy, have told us no- 
thing, obscurely or unobscurely, neither 
on a half-sheet of note-paper nor on a 
full sheet of foolscap. 1 sometimes al- 
most think that this silence of hon, 
Gentlemen opposite is involuntary silence; 
that they do not te!l us what their policy 
is because they have not got a policy. 
That may be so. In that case their 
silence is excusable, though it is still re- 
grettable. I think they should tell us 
candidly how the case stands; they 
shoud face the music ; they should stand 
the racket. And I would seriously svug- 
gest, both to the right hon. Gentleman 
and to any hon. Gentleman who may 
propose to follow me in this debate, 
that it is on their own showing, 
and according to thei own view, a far 
more interesting and important matter 
that the country should know what they 
mean to do, who, in their view, will have 
the power of doing it, than that we 
should state what we propose to do, who, 
as they say, have not the contidence 
of the country, and will not have the 


confidence of the country, and ar 


going to be relegated, for six years at 
least, into hopeless opposition. I have 
endeavoured to the best of my ability to 


the country. I have endeavoured to | satisfy the right hon. Gentleman. 1| do 
| 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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not know whether I have succeeded. I 
have endeavoured to follow him over the 
vast and varied field which he has opened 
for consideration ; but really, if he is not 
satisfied with this last endeavour, it seems 
tome he is a man whose ideal is so high 
that we on this side can never hope to 
reach the Parliamentary standard which 
he has set up for us and which, it may 
be, he thinks he has succeeded in attain- 
ing for himself. 


Me. LLOYD-GEORGE = (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said the Prime Min'ster had 
expressed doubt as to whether he had 
succeeded in satisfying the curiosity of the 
Leader of the Opposition. The right hon. 
Gentleman had succeeded in the object 
he had in view, and that was not to 
supply any information on any of the 
Questions put by the Leader of the 
Opposition. He did not think the House 
knew anything on the Questions put 
which they did not know before the 
right hon, Gentleman spoke. In fac’, 
the Prime Minister was an adept at 
answering inconvenient Questions in a 
way which supplied the House with a 
maximum of entertainment and a mini- 
mum of information. That was what he 
had really done on the present occasion. 
Two Questions were put by the Leader 
of the Opposition to which he should 
like to refer. With regird to the 
question of Somaliland, what was the 
position 2 We had been at war with the 
Mullah for two or three years, and we 
had spent something like £3,000,000 on 
that war. A treaty had been entered 
into by Italy, and that treaty covered 
the ease of England. It was published 
in the Italian Parliament a fortnight 
ago, and Questions were put in regard to 
it. Although the treaty almost ex- 
clusively referred to our dominions the 
House had no information about it 
except what the newspapers give. This 
was a good example of the way in which 
the Government managed the foreign 
policy of the country. _ 


He came now to the second Question 
put by the Leader of the Opposition. 
The Prime Minister seemed to imagine 
that there was some sort of analogy 
between the way Home Rule had been 
treated by the Opposition and the way 


he treated the fiscal question, but he- 
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forgot the facts of the case. For two 
days they debated an Amendment to the 
Address on the question of Home Rule 
which was moved by the hon. and 
learned Member for Waterford. His 
recollection wos that every Member on 
his side of the House voted for the 
Amendment. That did not look like 
running away. The Prime Minister had 
suggested that the Opposition did not 
want a division on the Resolution moved 
by the hon. Member for Rochester. 
Whose fault was that? Forty minutes 
were consumed by the hon. Member for 
Mid-Armigh and his friends, and there 
were only two hours left for the dis- 
cussion of the question of Home Rule. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) said 
he had nothing to do with the fixing of 
the date for the Great Northern (Ireland) 
and Midland Railways bill. Thedate for 
it was fixed before the Motion of the hon. 
Member for Rochester was put on the 
paper. 


Me. LLOYD-GEORGE said the hon. 
Member had, as the hon. Member for 
Louth put it, to elect between a level- 
crossing and the Empire, and he thought 
the level-crossing was more important. 
Would any hon. Member compare the 
spzech of the Leader of the Opposition 
on the Home Rule Resolution with the 
speeches of the Prime Minister on the 
fiscal question. The speech of the Leader 
of the Opposition on the Motion of the 
hon. Member for Rochester was one of 
the bravest speeches ever delivered in 
this House--a singularly frank, clear, and 
courageous utterance, in which no one 
could say that there was any shrinking 
from beginning to end; and any one 
who watched the face of the Prime 
Minister during its delivery must have 
seen that that was his opinion. Complaint 
was made that they had not divided on 
the Motion of the hon. Member for 
Rochester. What was there to divide 
on? The Resolution of the hon. Member 
for Rochester did not condemn Home 
Rule. It simply called on the Leader of 
the Opposition to express his views as to 
the future. That leader, although he 
did not recognise any right to put to him 
the question, responded; and the re- 
sponse having been given, what was 
there to divide upon? The hon. Member 
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for Rochester asked for the views of the 
Leader of the Oppcsiticn ard others 
upon this matter, but the hon. Member 
for Mid-Aimegh Jeft the Hcuse no time, 
preferring to discuss a question of a leve!- 
clossing. 
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Mr. LCNSDALE said he did rot put 
cown the Private Bill, it wes put down 
by the Chairmen of Ways ard Means.’ 


Mr. LLCYD-CEORGE ¢ra‘d the ken. 
Memler ] ad to choose Letween discussing 
the En pire or a Jevel-crossing, ard chore 
the latter. The Prime Minister knew he 
was tuiflng with this cuestion cf fiscal 
reform; <nd ke krew the distincticn 
between his cwn pesition ard that o! 
the Leeder of the Ofyesition, whose 
views had ret the offcial sanction of a 
Prme Minister’s. Scmethirg mere wes 
due to tke Fcuse i1cm the Pome Minister 
than anythirg he lad corcedcd to the 
Hcuse yet. One of the Resclutions from 
which Le ran eway expressly cor cen ned 
his policy of fice al retaliation announced 
at Sheffeld in his capecity of Leader ot 
the Geverrment, when ke said Le meant 
to leed. There wes a direct challenge of 
the policy of fiscal retaliation, the policy 
of the head of the Goveirment, ard tke 
right hon. Gentleman ran away frcm it. 
It was ell very well jor tke right ken. 
Gentleman to say that he wes rot urder- 
stocd ly the Cpy ositicn, Lut the curicsity 
as to lis views was rot confined to the 
Opposition. What did the deputaticn 
to the mght hen. Genthman mean? 
There were 120 gentlemen who believed 
the existe ce cf the Emyire deperced cn 
these questicns beirg discussed ; Gentle- 
nen who vscd to believe in the right hen. 
Member fer Fiminglem. The right 
ken. Menter for Fumirglem thevglt 
the exicterce of the Fn pire dizenced 
upon it,ard thovght his new policy wes 
going to bring a new era to the Fmpire. 
He was not the only false prophet who 
had inaugurated a new era by a flight. 
What had hey pened so recently weuld be 
regarded as a fiscal Hegira. He thcught 
they bad a right to knew, and the! 
country had a right to know, what the 
Prime Minister wes going to do for the 
Empire. What was he going to do with 
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The Prime Minister had - said 
that this matter had been discussed 
amply, but the reply had been that it 
hed ony becn discussed in the country, 
and the right hon. Gentleman had ask d 
what was the difference between dis- 
cussicns in the countiy ard that House, 
There was a great distinction between 
debate in the Howse ard discussions at 
packed meetings in the country, where 
any one interrupting could ke placed in 
a ketter atmo: phere, where he cculd rot 
inteifere with the argrments cr statistics 
of the speakers. ‘The perplexity of ihe 
right hon, Cent!eman’s cwn followeis was 
illustrated by the experience of the ben, 
Men:ker for Tiuro, who, being asked 
whether he could pledge himself at the 
next electicn against the taxation of 
food, said, ‘‘ Certainly not ; you can ask me 
that when 1 come down; I shall know 
where I em next time.” Here was tlis 
pocr wande1ing sheep, and the shepherd 
would nct guide him. Why did ict the 
Trime Minster take yity cn tke per- 
plexities of his poor heckled :upy orter? 
There supporters were ‘oval, loyal to 
perfecticn, but petrheps the Prime 
Minister knew how to rate that loyalty, 
ard irdced it was compatable cnly to the 
lovalty of the animals to the Ark. It 
was the only security frcm the Deluse 
ard they prcbably acmired the ingenuity 
of the constructor, though glad to st 
rid of it when the waters subsided. Put 
if the Prime Minister sank, few would le 
able to swim to Ararat. That might 
explain the loyalty; still loyalty it was, 
and it remained, thcugh Coubts ‘nercased 
and ccnfidence dimirished. Even the 
right kon. Member for Birmnghem 
remained loval uncer a most severe test. 
The night kon. Gentleman was actually 
called ipon to rin away aftcr the Prime 
Minister from the battle he himcelf 
chalk nged, and ‘loyalty carricd to the 
extent cf making oneself ridiculous was 
excepticnal ; there had been nothing like 
it sivce Antony ficd from the tattle 
of Actium, simply becarse Clecpatra had 
preceded him. It was devotion truly 
pathetic; and yet the Pr'me Minister cid 
| not respond and tell his supperters what 
| he meant. Why dd he not cone from 
behind the veil and tell his supporters 
and the country what he really was. 
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these thirgs upon which the Empire | They were entitled to know, the country 
hung 
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was entitled to know ; but could any hon. 
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Gentleman give an assurance whether 
the Prime Minister was a free-trader 
or a protectionist? He was certain 
there was not one of them who 
would like to give an assurance or 
make a book uponit. He himself had 
hisown theory about it, and it was that 
the Prime Minister did not care whether 
his Party sailed into a free trade or a pro- 
tectionist port, so long as they reached a 
harbour of refuge, and he was on the 
bridge when they got there. That was 
a dangerous thing to allow to go 
on, for the Prime Minister would be 
able; to utilise a free-trade crew for 
the purpose of getting nearer a_ pro- 
tectionist country. It was only fair, 
therefore, that the right hon. Gentleman 
should say what his views really were. 


Of course the Liberal Party had every- 
thing to gain by the Prime Minister’s 
shilly-shallving and delay. Protection 
was a very taking crv, and it went well 
fora short time inthe country. Taxa- 
tion of foreign products and protection 
for our own industries made an insidious 
election ery, and the Prime Minister and 
the right hon. Member for Birmingham 
worked together like twin screws in the 
ship of fiscal reform. Luckily one of 
the screws stopped working and the ship 
made no progress; but if there had then 
been an appeal to the country the 
Liberal majority would not have been 
large, and probably in the difficulties 
they would have had to meet a Liberal 
Government might have been tLeaten. 
The Prime Minister had saved them 
from that by giving the country time to 
reflect on fiscal fallacies. He sometimes 
wondered if the Prime Minister did this 
deliberately. If he did this as a free- 
trader it was cleverly done, but the right 
hon. Gentleman’s sense of honour raised 
doubts; it would have not been con- 
sistent with his messages of sympathy to 
fiscal reformers, his blessing on the 
crusade and the crusader, his pamphlets, 
and his suggestion for a change of 
system. It was not done then to help 
free trade, and what was the cause of 
delay ? It was perfectly clear to every- 
body that the House and the country 
Were not going to have any measure of 
protection. The Leader of the Oppo- 
sition in his speech had suggested that 


there was going to be another attempt 
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to refurbish up the weapon of pro- 
tection. That might be so, but for his 
part he was not afraid, for where was 
that great Party of 190 who used to 
follow and believe in the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir- 
mingham ? 


Weakened in power and numbers, the 
followers of the Prime Minister could 
hide behind half a sheet of note-paper ; 
but what were they waiting for? In 
1903 the education ery was going strong ; 
it was still going strong, and the spirit 
of the slaughtered school boards appeared 
later at Brighton, like Banquo’s ghost 
at Macbeth’s banquet. In 1904 it was 
Chinese labour which led them to 
hesitate ; in the autumn of 1904 it was 
sugar. What was it now in 1905? The 
misdeeds of the Government in 1902 
over the Education Act were still alive in 
the public memory to-day. The public 
memory had not forgotten any one of 
their misdeeds during the last three 
years. Anyone who watched the course 
of events realised that the effect of all 
those things was cumulative. The elec- 
tors did not pass them by, did not forget 
them, but set down each item on the 
debit side of the ledger, and in due time 
would exact settlement to the uttermost 
farthing. What was the Prime Minister 
waiting for? He was no going to the 
country upon fiscal reform? In Glasgow 
he said he would appeal to the record of 
his Ministry. What a record! There 
was only one solitary asset in his Cabinet, 
and that was his Foreign Minister, Lord 
Lansdowne. Why? Because he had 
pursued a Liberal foreign policy. He 
sometimes wondered, if a Liberal Foreign 
Minister had done what Lord Lansdowne 
had done; if he had made an arrangement 
with France which might in time of war 
make the passage of the Straits of 
Gibraltar more easy—he did not say that 
that was too high a price to pay for 
peace—but supposing a Liberal Foreign 
Minister had done this, would not every 
Tory platform have rung with denun- 
ciations and suggestions of treason ! 
Supposing a Liberal Government had 
referred the unpleasant incident on the 
Dogger Bank to arbitration, and had 
allowed the offending fleet to proceed 
and add to the difficulty of our allies in 
the Far East—if a Liberal Ministry had 
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done that, one knew perfectly well what 
would have been said by the Party 
ovposite, Still, with all that, Lord Lans- 
downe was the only solid asset of the 
Prime Minister’s Government. Every 
other Minister was a bad debt; Lord 
Lansdowne was the only asset which 
the Government had with which to 
‘iquidate their indebtedness. But the 
electorate would hold a strict audit of 
the items—sugar, Army reform, educa- 
tion, licensing, agricultural rates, doles 
to the landlords, and the rest. He 
would not except the Prime Minister 
himself. That right hon. Gentleman 
was also a bad debt; and there stoo 
to his charge three things especially— 
education, reform of the Army, which 
would cost millions of money, and the 
Committee of Defence, composed of the 
greatest tacticians since Wellington. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR interrupted 
with a remark which was inaudible in 
the gallery. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
sorry that the right hon. Gentleman 
was not the greatest tactician since 
Wellington. If the right hon. Gentleman 
said so, it was not for him to press that 
honour upon him; and certainly he 
woula withdraw his remark. 

Well now, there were two other great 
questions which the country would not 
forget. The first was the right bon. 
Gentleman’s management of the business 
of the House, and the second, the diffi- 
culties he had got into at the cost of 
liberty in debate in the House of 
Commons. It was all very well for the 
Prime Minister to derde what the 
Leader of the Oppositon said, but the 
country would not forget what the Prime 
Minister had done to curtail liberty of 
debate in that House. The country 
centred a good deal of hope in the House 
of Commons. There was not a poor 
artisan in the East End who did not look 
to the House of Commons if he thought 
his livelihood was being taken away by a 
Russian or Polish alien. And the agri- 
cultural labourer, the sugar-refiner, the 
man badly housed, the man whose children 
were underfed, the man too old to earn 
his living and looking for a pension 
—these all looked to that Assembly to 


protect them against the oppressor in | 
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treated this Assembly as a jest, he 
would have to face by-and-by the people, 
who looked upon it as their refuge. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said 
he would take the opportunity of this 
Motion to address a Question or two 
to the hon. Gentleman the Seeretary 
of the Board of Trade in regard to the 
Sugar Convention. His hon. friend 
seemed to think that the sugar question 
was a past issue; that the country was 
not interested in it; and that it was 
believed that nothing could be done 
to modify any of the arrangements 
that had been made. He had recently 
made a little diary of the proceedings 
of the Government in regard to this 
matter on which hon. Members had 
never had an opportunity of cross- 


examining the hon. Gentleman. There 
was a reason. It might have been 


said that they could hardly expect 
the Secretarv to the Board of Trade 
to give any explanation on a subject 
which might be described to be sub 
judice. But the hon. Gentleman said 
the other day that a decision had been 
arrived at by the Brussels Convention 
on a question of vast importance to this 
country, and he wished to ask the hon. 
Gentleman to tell the House clearly and 
plainly to-day what the Government 
were thinking of doing. On 3rd June 
last San Domingo was suddenly pro- 
hibited by the Board of Trade from 
exporting sugar into this country. On 
26th November, a despatch was cireu- 
lated in this country practically ordering 
the Government to prohibit the import 
of sugar from twenty great countries 
which produced half the sugar of the 
world. On 3rd December, notice was 
given that the Government had lodged 
an appeal in regard to the prohibition 
of imports of sugar from these twenty 
countries; but the mystery of that 
appeal had never been explained. On 
4th February the prohibition of imports 
from San Domingo was withdrawn; 
and on 10th April they were informed 
that the Brussels Convention had met 
to consider the appeal. The hon. Member 
told the House the other day that the 
appeal had been successful. 
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Toe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ro rH#E BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law. Glasgow, Blacktriars) said 
that what he had stated was that the 
appeal had been successful to a certain 
extent. 


Me. LOUGH said that then the House 
was entitled to ask for fuller informa- 
tion. Thev were told suddenly last 
week that the prohibition would not 
take place; but what they wanted to 
understand was what had happened 
in connection with the Convention itself. 
Would the hon. Gentleman tell the 
House what had happened in regard 
to all those twenty countries; and 
not to take any steps in respect 
to the condemnation of all those twenty 
countries ? This was no light matter. 
The Convention had driven the sugar 
trade of the country into 
If the Government would go 
in support of the decisions of the Conven- 
tion; if they would prohibit the impor- 
tation of sugar into this country in 


coniusion. 


steadily 


every case where the Convention con- 
demued it, then they would know 
where they were. But the Government 
appeared to take what course thev 


and were not guided at all 
Convention did. The 


pleased. 
by what the 


situation was, therefore, very extra- 
ordinary. This House was watching 
what was being done in the Brussels 


and he wanted to ask the 
hon. Gentleman :—Was it true that the 
appeal was to come on ina month? It 


Convention : 


seemed that the Government hadsuggested 
that the appeal should be postponed 
for tive months ; but on what grounds was 
that postponement made’ Why, the 
object of insisting originally on an appeal 
being made was that a hearing should 
be given to it quickly in order to prevent 
any uncertainty in regard to what the 
lay was. This Government, which was 
the first to set up the Convention, said : 
“Let us break the law, and let appeals 
be postponed for five months.” What 
was the reason for that long postpone- 
ment / The position appeared to him 
to be that the Convention, sitting at 
Brussels, had condemned half the sugar- 
producing countries in the world; but 
that this Government refused to obev 
the orders of that Convention in regard 
to a great many of those countries. 
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Why should this Government obey the 
orders of the Convention in regard to 
any ? 


He wished to eall attention to the 
case of The greatest incon- 
venience had been caused by the pro- 
hibition in regard to Russia and Germany. 
But the Germans had come to an arrange- 
ment with Russia by which they were 
able to continue their sugar trade with 
Russia. Why should the Germans have 
arranged with Russia, while we made 
no attempt whatever to get over the 
difficulty ? Russia immediately — pro- 
tested against the condemnation of het 
system by the Convention, and after 
the Russian were received 
and heard, no decision was arrived at. 
The British Government interfered in 
a hostile with Russia; and the 
Convention had arrived at no decision 
in regard to what countervailing duties 
should be imposed on sugar. The result 
was that the produce of that country 
was shut out from this country—one ot 
the best countries in the world for trade 
from abroad. Could not the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite give some hope 
of withdrawing the prohibition against 
? There was another country 


Russia. 


delegates 


Way 


Russia 7 
to which prohibition had been applied— 
he meant Argentina. Now, Argentina 
was almost in the position of a British 
colony ; and why should not our 
trade with that colony be free 
as before ? This Government had only 
to speak a word, as in the case of San 
Domingo, and our ports would be open 
to Argentine sugar again. He did not 
want to detain hon. Members; but the 
House ought to remember that this policy 
of prohibition was not the first policy 
which the Board of Trade had adopted. 
The late President of the Board of Trade, 
the right hon. Member for Leeds, said that 
there must be a policy of countervailing 
duties. That was a sudden change; and 
what was the reason for it. The Board 
of Trade lately issued a White Paper 
which stated the amount of exports to 
many of those countries previously 
referred to, and it was found that 60 per 
cent. of our sugar trade came from those 
countries. It was impossible to shut our 
ports to countries that took such a large 
amount of our exports, and therefore this 
country should either be guided by the 
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policy of the Convention, or repudiate the 
Convention altogether. 


The question of price was of great 
importance when they had regard to 
the great evils which arose from the 
rise in the price of sugar. He noticed 
that in the first three months of this 
vear we got 10 per cent. less sugar than 
in the first three months of last year, 
which showed a great diminution in the 
natural import of sugar, but when he 
looked at the price paid for it he found 
that the country paid 50 per cent. more 
for the sugar it consumed during that 
period than was paid in the correspond- 
ing period of the previous year, which 
meant that this country was paying 
£9,000,000 a year more for sugar than 
before the Convention. They were told 
that prices had risen in other commodities. 
True, but there was no Convention with 
regard to those. He asked the hon. 
Member for a little light on this subject, 
and hoped he would tell the House why 
the Government could not apply the 
same policy to Russia and Argentina as 
they had applied to the other countries 
he had mentioned. Why could we not 
lodge an application and then postpone 
the hearing for a vear or two in these 
cases. The Government ought to adopt 
a consistent policy, and, having regard to 
the sufferings of the people engaged in 
the great trades connected with sugar 
he hoped the hon. Gentleman would tell 
them they would not be abandoned 
altogether. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said the hon. Gen- 
tleman had stated that the Government 
seemed to be able to do exactly what it 
pleased. He remembered listening to a 
great many debates in which, on the 
contrary, the Government were told that 
they would constantly be at the mercy of 
other Powers. The hon, Gentleman had 
referred to the meeting of the Convention. 
It was impossible for him to deal with 
the points raised. They had not yet re- 
ceived even a draft of the report, and it 
would obviously be improper to discuss 
the matter before the report had been 
received. As regarded the prohibition 
orders, it seemed to him that the subject 
was one on which the country desired the 
earliest information, and he had accord- 
ingly considered himself justified in 
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informing the House that no new pro- 
hibition orders would take place. Another 
point which had been raised was why we 
did not get the Convention to allow us to 
cease the prohibition of Russian and 
Argentine sugar. The hon. Gentleman 
had entirely misunderstood the action 
which the Government had taken. Thev 
had based their appeal, in the case of the 
countries which had been referred to, on 
the ground that no bounty had been 
proved. In the ease of Argentina and 
Russia it was admitted that there was a 
bounty, and therefore the Government 
had not the slightest doubt about the 
necessity for prohibition. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) said, 
having drawn attention to the state of 
education among the Tamil coolies in 
Ceylon, he had thought that as a great 
many of their fathers had come trom 
India it was desirable to inquire into 
the state of education in India itself. 
He found that the fourth Quinquennial 
Review of Indian Education for the 
vears 1897-8 to 1901-2, published in 
1904, contained a large amount of in- 
formation on the subject. It went over 
an enormous amount of ground, embrae- 
ing all the forms of education in India, 
from the simplest primary schools to the 
Universities. One thing that must strike 
anv one whose attention was drawn to this 
subject was the limited amount of educa- 
tion compared with the huge population 
of India. There were 250,000,000. of 


inhabitants and five Universities—Cal- 
cutta, Madras, Bombay, Punjab, and 
Allahabad. There were 191 colleges, 


> 


which contained 23,009 pupils who were 
taught the usual subjects at those colleges. 
Below the colleges there were 5,495 
secondary schools with an attendance of 
556,378, and 98,538 primary — schools 
with an attendance of 3,260,000 pupils. 
If to those were added some special 
schools, technical and industrial, and 
schools of art for teachers, the total 
number of educational establishments 
was 105,306, with an attendance of 
4,500,000 pupils. That very 
small number of educational establish- 
ments for a country with a population 
of 250,000,000. It did not reflect any 
credit either on this nation or the Indian 
Government that they had allowed such 
poor results to be shown in our chief 
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dependency. It was only lately that the 
Government had taken over the schools, 
but he did not believe they had done 
anything to improve them. Ten years 
ago, When be visited India, he saw some 
of those schools and found that they 
were many of them most miserable 
places, and he did not believe any great 
change had taken place since, 


The extension of education in India of 
course depended upon the increase of 
expenditure. That was the chief motive 
power. Schools could not be multiplied 
without money. At the present moment, 
the education of India was exceedingly 
theap. It did not cost more than 
£1,300,000, which was not an enormous 
cost for the education of such an enor- 
mous number of people. This sum was 
obtained from various sources, 127 lakhs 
of rupees came from fees, eighty-three 
from endowments and_ subscriptions, 
191 from public funds, 104 from provin- 
cial revenues, seventy-four from local 
revenues, and thirteen from the revenues 
f native states. He did not presume 
to suggest to the Government from 
what sources they should obtain an 
increase of funds for this purpose, but 
simply to show that there was a consider- 
able amount of education to be provided 
and that a large amount of funds should 
iso be provided in order that better 
education should be given. On page 462 
i this review it said 15 per cent. of 
‘he population were of school-going age. 
That was to say that of the 18,000,000 
joys that ought to have been at school 
nly one-sixth were receiving education. 
{n the census of 1901 it was found that 
mly one in ten of the male population 
md only one in 1,090 of the female 
population were literate. In four vil- 
ages out of five only one boy in four and 
nly one girl in forty attended school. 
Progress in supplying education declined 
yxoportionately as the population in- 
treased., A Government Education 
Commission in 1883 said that— 

“The elementary education of the masses, 
ts promotion, extension, and improvement, 
should be the part of the educational system to 
which the strenuous efforts of the Government | 
should be directed in a still greater measure | 
than before.” 

| 


That was the language of a Roval | 
eagle : toa t 
Commission, which was rather mild, 
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as the language of Royal Commissions 
always was, but the House would 
feel that they might well have used 
stronger terms with regard to the 
want of primary education in India. 
Lord Lawrence in 1886 said— 

“Among all the sources of difficulty in our 
administration and of possible danger to the 
stability of the Government there is none so 
serious as the ignorance of the people.” 


It was the want of education 
which kept alive the prejudices and 
differences and maintained the caste 
system, and it was to our advantage in 
India, as well as to the advantage of the 
people themselves, to give them a larger 
and wider education. The education of 
girls was most backward of all. He 
admitted with regard to the education of 
girls in India that there were special diffi- 
culties which were not easy to overcome 
owing to the customs of the people, 
whether Hindus or Mohammedans. He 
would not trouble the House. with the 
details of inquiries that had taken place 
with respect to the girls, he would only 
say that though it might be difficult 
to introduce education amongst the 
female population of India, he did not 
think that that was any reason why 
the effort to do so should be abandoned. 


He had no doubt that if the Indian 
Council in London used their great 


ability they would be able to evolve 
methods by which education might be 
promoted among the female population, 
in spite of those customs, in the interest 
ot the country. 


The miin point to keep in mind was 
that to increase education increased ex- 
penditure was necessary. Reference had 
been made to some obstacles to education, 
and with regard to that the Quinquennial 
Review said— 

“‘These, however, are minor obstacles which 
would soon be swept away if the main difficulty 
of finding the requisite funds for extending 
primary education could be overcome.” 


Why could not the money used in 
border wars be turned into these peace- 
ful and improving channels. He noticed 
that a large sum was to be spent on a 
Durbar in the immediate future and he 


isuggested that that money might be 


better employed on education. The ex- 
penditure for the war in Tibet would fall 
upon India, and that money could certainly 


Y 2 
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have been used to much better advan- 
tage in promoting education than in the 
promotion of a war which was of very 
doubtful value to the nation. One 
most curious thing was that there were 
many defects in the education in India 
which were similar to those we found 
here. For instance, higher education 
was chiefly pursued either for. the pur- 
pose of following the law or obtaining 
Government appointments. excessive 
prominence was given to examination, 
and the courses of study were too liter- 
ary. The intelligence was trained too 
little and the memory teo much. That 
was a familar fault in this country. 
English education was pushed teo much 
and the vernacular languages were tco 
neglected instead of being used as the 
for diffusing knowledge. The 
Covernment of India now seemed alive to 
these defects and propesed to apply 
remedies, and he wished them all success. 
At the same time it was not undesirable 
that attention should be drawn to this in 


vehi le 


England so that some assistance might be 
given to the rulers of our Indian Empire. 
It was to be hoped that these who now 
studied for the law and Government 
positions would turn their attention to 
the study of teaching, and it would be 
desirable if young men from Oxford 
and Cambridge would turn their attention 
to India as a sphere of employment for 
educationists or for those who would take 
to it as a profession, According to the 
census of 1901 the Mohammedans were 
much behind, Only sixty per 1,000 
were literate, and only three per 1,000 of 


females were taught. The Review, at 
page 367, said— 


‘Throughout the greater part of India the 
Mohammedans have made much slower progress 
than the Hindus.’* 


The Parsees, Europeans, and Eurasians, 
were not much referred to in the 
Review, but by jar the larger propor- 
tion of those three races received educa- 
tion. He much regretted that the Viceroy 
in a speech made at the opening of the 
University should have made use ol 
the phrase, “ Truth is born in the West 
but does not often visit the East.” It 
was not a wise thing to taunt the whole 
people in that way, and he regretted it 
the more because the Viceroy had 
shown much ability and had given much 
assistance to the Indian people. In 


Mr. Schwann. 
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conclusion, he appealed to the Govern 
ment to do more for indian education 
from Imperial funds. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford) said the hon. Member had brought 
forward a very important subject at a 
moment when they could not enter 
fully into consideration of this great 
question. He assured the hon. Member 
and the House that the immediate im- 
portance of the question of Indian eduea- 
tion had not been lost sight of. Those 
who were responsible for the finances of 
India reali: ed the importance of giving a 
fresh stimulus to primary education. 
Up te a certain period the increase in 
attendance the elevation of the 
general standard was in : a pro- 
} ortion as, perhaps ina greater proportion 
than. the progress of India in other direc- 
tions. In 1870 there were 16,400 primary 
schools. with 667.C00 scholars in attend 
ance. In 1&8] the numbers had increased 
to §3.0CO and 2.061.000 scholars. But 
after that date the rate of progress was 
not so great, for, between 1881 and I¢0], 
the number of schools had only been 
raised to 98,500 and the scholars to 
3.268.000, whereas it was computed that 
there were something 18,000,000 
children in India of sehcol The 
expenditure on primary education in 
1891-2 was 493 lakhs, but in 1801-2 it 
it was 63 lakhs. For the last three 
vears the Government of India had given 
the local governments 40 lakhs annually 
as grants to general education, but, in 
the recent Budget, following the observa- 
tions that were made in that House last 
vear, an additional sum of 35 lakhs was 
included for primary education «lone 
He found himself in sympathy with 
much that the hon. Member had said 
with regard to female education. A 
rate of seven per thousand females 
receiving education was in itself a most 
lamentable state of things. In the 
moral welfare of children the education 
of the mother was perhaps a more im- 
portant consideration than the education 
of the father, and by the establishment ol 
primary girls’ schools in important centres 


and 


Ss great 


1 
ike 


age. 


and by increasing the number of train: 
ing schools, the Government of India 
were doing what they could to promote 
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female education and to popularise that left entirely at the merey of the Transvaa 


which was in itself most desirable. The 
hon. Member might rest assured that 
there was no apathy in this matter either 
on the part of the Government of India 
or of whose who controlled the finances 
of India. With regard to the speech 
of the Viceroy which had been referred 
to he thought his observations had been 
somewhat misunderstood, and he had 
evidently been the victim of a misinter- 
pretation which had been placed upon 
his words, a difficulty which constantly 
beset Members of this House, and from 
which the Members sitting onthe Treasury 
Bench were not altogether exempt. 


MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N. E.) said he 
wished to draw the attention of the 
House to the great want of proper 
facilities for discussing Indian questions, 
and he also desired to ask the Prime 
Minister if he could appoint another day 
a little earlier than usual for the dis- 
cussion of the Indian Budget. He 
thought this request would meet with 
the sympathy of Members on both sides 


SIR 


of the House. He believed that the 
Secretary of State for India himself 


was anxious to have an earlier date for 
the introduction of the Indian Budget. 


Mr. 
hon. Member has given 
Motion in regard to this question, it 
would be out of order for him to discuss 
it now. 


DEPUTY-SPEAKER: As the 


notice of a 


Sir MANCHERJEE 
GREE said that under the circumstances 
he would invite the attention of the 
Secretary of State for India to a subject of 
which he had not given notice of Motion. 
[na few days time there would be pub- 


BHOWNAG- | 


Government. He hoped that the Secre- 
tary for India, as the custodian of the 
rights and privileges of the people of 
India, and whose special care it was to 
take care of the interests of the vast 
p pulations of the Indian Empire, would 
d> all that lay in his power to see that 
any new rights which were conferred 
upon the Transvaal would not be used 
to further and humiliate the 
subjects of His Majesty who went from 
[India to South Africa to settle in that 
He trusted that the vight 
hon. Gentleman would eive the House 
some satisfactory Answer on this point. 


oppress 


C ylony. 
Me. T. P. OCONNOR (Liverpool, 


Scotland) said the hon. Member who 
had just sat down had called attention 


t» a facc whieh was familiar to every 
Member of the House, namely, the 
extraordinary muinner in which the 


fate and fortune of hundreds of millions 
of people in [India were dealt with by 
this House. H>» thoug it it was a scandal 
that it was only on a hot August after- 
hoon, in an almost empty House, that 
the business of the great dependency 
of India was discussed in this House. 
H2 thougit the House could very well 
afford to give more attention to India. 
The reason why India little 
attention was that the House of Commons 
was too busily engaged trying to settle 
the local affairs of these islands, and so 
long as the House retained eighteenth 
century methods so long would India 
and other parts of the Empire be neg- 
lected. 

He wished to say a few words 
upon the general policy of the Govern- 
ment. They had just listened to an 


o ; 
got so 


| admirable speech—perhaps he had better 


lished a document conferring a measure of | 


self-government upon the Transvaal. 
The question of the treatment of British 


subjects in the Transvaal had attracted | 


general attention, both in the House 
of Commons and in the country, and he 
should like to hear from his right hon. 


friend whether he had taken any steps | 


to secure that when self-government was 


granted to the Transvaal the rights | 
Indians | 


and privileges which British 
had enjoyed in the past would be safe- 
guarded, or whether they would be 


cul it a performance—by the Prime 
Minister. He had often listened with 
admiration to the extraordinary skill 
with which the right hon. Gentleman 
evaded difficult Questions, but his per- 
formance to-day excelled all his previous 
efforts. He was asked several Questions, 
but he had not given an Answer to one 
of them. He could recommend the 
right hon. Gentleman to the gentleman 
on the Continent who had just lost the 
services of the lady who had been looping 
the loop, because for acrobatic skill 
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inloopingthe Parliamentary loop the right 
hon. Gentleman had no equal. The 
right hon. Gentleman and his Govern- 


ment had been condemned in every 
constitutional form which the nation 
possessed of expressing its opinion, 


Whether in rural or urban constituencies, 
even in places where the Conservative can- 
didate was supposed to be quite safe, 
the right hon. Gentleman and his policy 
had been rejected, and the people con- 
demned him. The Prime Minister was 
now taking advantage of the technicali- 
ties of polities to hold power which the 
country desired to deprive him of. He 
had been very much struck with a passage 
written by Mr. J. R. Green, the eminent 
historian, who wrote— 

*‘It is impossible to provide for some of the 
greatest dangers which can happen to national 
freedom by any formal statute; even now a 
Minister might avail himself cf a Parliament 
elected in some moment of popular panic; and 
though the nation return to its senses, might 
simply, by refusing to appeal to the country, 
govern in defiance of its will. Such a course 
would he technically legal: but such a Minister 
would be none the less a criminal.” 


He thought those words admir- 
ably summed up the present case. 
This Parliament was elected in the 


midst of the popular excitement caused 
by the war. It was elected, as some 
members of the Government. stated, 
on one issue, namely, to bring the war 
toanend. The war being ended, people 
were returning to their senses, and they 
were now as opposed to the Government 
as some Vears ago they were in its favour. 
And vet the Ministry refused to appeal 
to the country, and, though technically 
legal, such a course was, as Mr. Green 
said, none the less criminal. An erudite 
authority on the Constitution, at page 
372 of his work on the * Law and Cus- 
toms of the Constitution,” wrete— 


“We must not forget that the possible violation 


of the law is not the only reason why a Ministry - 


should retire when it is shown to have lost the 
contidence of the House or of the country. 
Ministers are not only Ministers of the Queen, 
they represent the public opinion of the United 
Kingdom; when they cease to impersonate 
public opinion they become a mere group of 


personages who must stand or fall by the pru- | 
‘the House on the historic might when 


dence of their action. They may have to deal 
with disorders at home or hostile manifestations 
abroad; they would have to meet these with 
the knowledge that they had not the confidence 
or support of the country; and their opponents 
at home and abroad would know this too.” 


Mr. T. P. O’Cennor,. 
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The writer plainly foresaw the situa- 
tion with which they were now con- 
fronted, namely, that the Ministry might 
retain the confidence of the majority in 
the House of Commons, although they 
had ceased to impersonate public opinion, 
He understood that the esoteric defence 
given by the Prime Minister was that 
in spite of the condemnation of the 
country he and his eminent colleagues 
were able to deal with the international} 
complications which the country at this 
moment had to face. He was not going 
to speak of the superior genius of those 
now in office to those who might succeed 
them. It was true that they were prac- 
tically unknown and obscure individuals 
who would never have been heard of had 
it not been that in the hurly-burly ot 
politics the Prime Minister was obliged 
to take the few men left who were in 
accord with his policy. Even if then 
genius were equal to the claims they 
made the fact remained that they were 
the worst kind of Government to deal 
with foreign complications. What 
pect had anv foreign Minister for a 
Government that had ceased to repre: 
sent the public opinion of the country. 


64& 


TeS5- 


No Government could be’so universally 
condemned as the present one had been. 
The maintenance of the present Ministry 
by the Prime Minister was mainly in- 
spired by the desire to keep his Party 
together, and above all to overcome the 
Member for West Birmingham. <A good 
many had expressed doubts as to the 
Prime Minister's wisdom, judgment, 
and firmness of character. He did not 
share these views. The Prime Ministe1 
was playing a game, ard he had played 
it extremely well. He and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham were contesting for the 
leadership of the Party, and the latter 
had been beaten. When Mr. Gladstone 
was leader of the Liberal Party the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham was the man on_ whose 
loyalty he could depend. He knew 
that unholy doubts had been cast 
on that statement. He was present In 


Mr. Parnell charged the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir 
mingham with having intrigued against 
his Liberal colleagues in regard to Irish 
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policv, and with having afterwards 
abjured the opinions which he then 
professed. 
from which he entirely dissociated him- | 
self. 
confidence in his own powers, and he | 
alwavs seemed to think that he could 
do the job a little better than the man in | 
frout of him. The Prime Minister had 
managed successfully to isolate the 
rigit hon. Gentleman the Member for | 
Wes! Birmingham. The Z'‘mes had com- 
pared the two right hon, Gentlemen to 
two accomplished whist players, one 
hints to the other. He also 
would draw a comparison from the card | 
table. Both had been playing another 
game, and the right -hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham had 


fiVING 


been euchred. The fact was that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham was beaten in the! 
country. in the House, and in the 


Unionist Party. The Irish were some- | 
times supposed to be a vindictive race, | 
but he entirely disclaimed that reputa- 
tion. If they were vindictive, surely 
never could a race rejoice in a greater 


Nemesis than this which had overtaken | 


the man who, eighteen years ago broke 
the Liberal Party and destroyed the great 
chance which the Irish people had of 
gaining liberty. The Unionist Party 
was now broken to smithereens by the 


very man who broke the Liberal Party. | 


[An Hon. MempBer: Give him a 


chance. | 


could only say that thatinvitation should | 
be addressed'to the Prime Minister. 


| Ife made 


Ii the hon. Gentleman meant | 
a chance of going to the country, he | 
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‘the discussions on the fiscal question a 
ifew weeks ago he saw a sight which 


But these were squalid doubts | struck him as unprecedented, scandalous, 


The 


and, he might almost say, tragic. 


That loyal supporter had great | House was discussing what was called 


an abstract Resolution, moved by a 
private Member. He observed, by the 
way, that there was no objection to an 
abstract Resolution by the hon. Member 
for Rochester when addressed, not to 
the head of the Government, but to the 
Leader of the Opposition, not to the 
great official hierarch of the country, but 
to a Gentleman, whatever his distinction. 
and power, who was simply a private 
and unofticial Member of the House at 
the moment. Whatever might be the 
future of the hon. Member for Rochester, 
either as an orator or Parliamentarian, 
he had accomplished an achievement 
which he wonld never even 
during the rest of his career. 
inevitable the Premiership 
of one man of this House when a change 
of Government came. He elicited 


approach 


agalh 


a speech from the Leader of the 
Opposition which marked his position 
for ever. He did not think the hon. 


Member for Rochester did much harm 
to the cause of Home Rule. When 
Macaulay published his great ‘* History 
of England,’ Croker, his literary and 
political enemy, wrote a slashing criticism 
of it. Svdney Smith’s conment on that 
criticism was that the writer attempted 
murder but only succeeded in committing 
suicide. That was a fair description of 
the Motion and speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Rochester, because he plainly 
proved that the Liberal Party, speak- 


'ing through its only leaderin the House 


The hon. Member for Carnarvon in his 
eloquent speech that afternoon had 
referred to the feeling of the Prime 
Minister towards the House which he 
was supposed to lead as one of un- 
disguised scorn and contempt. Irishmen 
had no great reason to be thankful to | 
the House of Commons which had mis- 
governed their country for 105 years, 
but at the same time he would regard | 
it as a disastrous thing for the people of | 
this country if the House of Commons | 


were to lose its prestige in their opinion, | 


of Commons, and its future leader in the 
Government, was loyal, faithful, and true 
to the great principle of sell-government 
for Ireland. 


The Prime Minister was always making 
tremendous challenges to the Leader 
of the Opposition to move a _ vote 


'of censure, but a Motion calling in 


question the fiscal policy of the Unionist 
Party was a vote of censure because that 
was the question on which the election 
within afew weeks, or months, must be 


and especially at the hand of the Prime | fought. He was not going to say a word in 


Minister, who ought to be its guardian | 


| 
and defender. But that was not his| 


derogation of the present Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, but why was he at the head 


affair. When he was present at one of | of the finances of the country while his 
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predecessors the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Bristol sat behind 
him, and the right hon.Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Croydon sat below the gangway ? 
He was an extremely intelligent young 
gentleman, and he congratulated him 
on the extraordinary success with which 
the great principle of nepotism had placed 
him in the position he now occupied. 


COMMONS} 


But who would compare him with his | 


predecessors as Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer—the right hon. Member 
West Bristol, and the right hon, Mem- 
ber for Croydon? Why was he on 


for | 


the Treasury Bench, and why were | 
these right hon. Gentlemen on the) 
benches behind? It was because the | 


right hon. Gentleman on the Treasury 
Bench filling the office of Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was a_ protectionist, 


and because the right hon. Gentlemen | 


on the benches behind him were free- 
traders. In other words the whole 
transformation in the Government 
the country had been made because the 


head of the Government was determined | 


to throw out the free-trade members 


of his Cabinet and to keep in the) 
the | 
reason why the Prime Minister ran away 


protectionist members. That was 
from the House when his policy was 


challenged. 


He came now to 
of the Government. He saw the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chief Secretary 
for [reland was now in his place. 
he was often absent. Sometimes it was 
the wild delights of Punchestown steeple- 
chases which called him away; some- 


the Irish policy 


of | 


/merely when he was a member of 


But | 


times he was drawn to the dining-room; | 


and sometimes it was to don the courtly 
garments of a Grand Master of the 
Knight of St. Patrick. But, whatever 
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quite a modern painter on the Irish 
canvas when he had had only a short 
experience. He then belonged to the 
school of Sir Antony MacDonnell, his 
predecessor the right hon. Member for 
Dover, and the Prime Minister. That 
was, however, only in the early dawn 
_of his occupation of his new oifice. But, 
in a few days the whole landscape was 
changed, that style disappeared, and the 
right hon. Gentleman came to this House 
and gave an Answer to a Question in 
which he not only unsaid all that he 
had said before, but took the trouble 
of pronouncing what, he must say, was 
a most ungenerous condemnation of the 
policy of his immediate predecessor in 
office. Now, there were many things 
in the administration of the right hon. 


(rentleman the Member for Dover 
with which they, on those benches, 
could not agree, but not one of 
them would deny the generous prin- 
ciples and feelings with which the 


right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dover had discharged his duty. That 
right hon. Gentleman had been the victim, 
not of his bad intentions towards Ire- 


land, but of his good intentions; and 
whatever might be the faults of his 


administration—and they were many— 
certainly he did some things that would 
stand out in history to his credit, not 
the 
Trish Adminstration, but when as Under- 
Secretary for War he defended the 
indefensible. He considered that it was 
almost disloyal on the part of the mght 
hon. Gentleman the present Chief Secre- 
tary to have made the pronouncement 
he had done against his predecessor when 
that right hon. Gentleman was away 


| seeking recovery of the health which he 


might be the cause, they had been more | 


accustomed to his absence than to his 
presence. 


He did not wish to be rude; | 


but if the right hon. Gentleman were | 


altogether absent there was not one Mem- 


ber of the frish Party who would not be | 


ready to join in a Te Deum on that 
account. What was the policy of the 
Government in regard to Irish affairs / 


what that policy was. 
Gentleman the new Chief Secretary for 


Ireland had already developed 


had lost in the faithful discharge of his 
duties, 


There was a very active agency 
in Ireland, although he did not think 
it was financed by the Government. But 
there was a fund to provide a subsidy to 
what he might call the reptile Press in 
that country. That agency was very 


| active during the occupancy of the office 
They had not been left long to know | 


The right hon. | 


two | 


of Chief Secretary by the right hon. 
Member for Dover. Whenever it was 
thought that the late Chief Secretary 
was inclined to be a little too sympathetic 


styles. The right hon, Gentleman was} to Ireland, the anti-Irish reptile Press 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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was in full blast, filling column after into coercing a country which was with- 


column in the English papers with blood- 
curdling but fabricated stories of Ireland 
being the seething pot of disloyalty 
and crime. That agency was con- 
ducted, financed, and controlled by 
Irishmen. Of all the tragic things 
connected with the history of Ireland, 
the most tragic was that there was a 
section of Irishmen whose chief aim and 
purpose in life was to blacken the charac- 
ter and murder the reputation of their 
own country. Of all beings in the world 
there was none s9 Gontemptible as the 
[rish anti-Irishmin. Such a creature 
was able to see unm>ved the terrible 
tragedy of the destruction of an ancient 
and intelligent race by misg»verament 
and by emigration ; to witness the popu- 
Jation of his country reduced from nine to 
four and-a-half millions in a half century, 
and the country becoming one of the 
loneliest in the world, because only the 
old people were left, and the voung and 
vigorous had gone away to other linds. 
He was nos only uamoved by all this, 
but he was inspired by a contemptu- 
ous race hatred of the nation to 
which ‘he nominallv belonged. If any- 
one took up The Tims, that hereditary 
enemy of Treland, or the G/ob2, he would 
find column after eolumn written evi- 
dently by som» anti-[rish [rishmin, and 
furnished by the ag:ney of whieh he 
had spoken, giving full details and blood- 
curdling descriptions of outrag+s in 
districts the reputation of which had 
been aforetime calumniated and was 
therefore suspect, but which the right hon. 
Gentleman the Attorney-General for Ire- 
laid had to acknowledg> were untrue. If 
thit hon. Gentlemin could blacken Tre- 
land then he would disclose the frets, but 
if they would clear her character he would 
keep them to himself. 


He called attention to these thing; 
for two reasons, first because they 
were part of a campaign of calumny, 
and the second object was to get rid of 
Sir Antony MacDonnell. He made these 
observations for the purpose of warning 
the Chief Secretary that the idea was that 
if these campaigas were continued long 
enough, people would think Ireland was 
ln a state of crime and disorder, and 
the right hon. Gentleman in ¢onsequenc:, 
like others before him. might be driven 


out crime. It might be that one of the by- 
products of the success of that campaiga 
would be that Sir Antony MacDonnell 
would relieve the Government of his 
inconvenient presence. He desired to 
warn him of this campaign, in which 
there was a well-organised and vast 
scheme, and in which there might be an 
attempt to create outrages in Ireland. That 
was a shocking thing to say, and he would 
never have said it if it had not been 
for the history of Sergeant Sheridan. 
If he wanted anything to prove the differ- 
ence between the yovernment of Ireland 
and England he would choose, as his best 
object-lesson.the case of Sergeant Sheridan 
on the one side and Adolf Beck on the 
other. Nothing was more creditable 
to this country than the outburst of al- 
most tempestuous rage which swept the 
country at the conviction of an innocent 
man like Adolf Beck. Public opinion 
was so strong that it overbore the walls 
of officialism and forced an exposure of 
Home Office methods which was most 
extraordinary. No Government, he did 
not care from which Party it might have 
come, could have survived more than 
twenty-four hours if it had refused 
to d> justice to Adolf Beck. He admired 
the spirit of the nation which was em- 
bodied in that feeling. But he turned 
from England to Ireland. Now, no- 
body could prove that Adolf Beck had 
been put in gaol by means of a conspirary 
or wilful perjury; nobody could prove 
or attempt to prove that his wrongful 
conviction was the result of perjured evi- 
dence on the part of the police; and they 
could not prove that the crime of which 
he was convicted was conmittel by the 
policeman who gave the false evidence 
against him. All these things were ele- 
ments in the case with which Sheridan was 
concerned. for the difference between the 
two cases was that Adolf Beek got £5,000 
and poor McGowan got very little. Sheri- 
dan was allowed to leave for America, 
and the three or four scoundrels who as- 
sisted him in his crime were not only not 
punished, but some of them were still 
actually in the foree which they had de- 
graded and made unworthy of the con- 
fidence of the country. Yet there was 
not a ripple of anger in the public 
opinion of this country. How much 
better was it to be a Norwegian than an 
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Trishman. Adolf Beck was a Nor-|the information come to him at an 


wegian, and for his false imprisonment 
obtained 
country £5,000: poor McGowan was an 
Irishman, and his persecutors and per- 
jurers were rewarded and acquitted. 


Once more they were brought face to | 
face with the fact that the person who got | 
from Englishmen, | 
from the rulers of Ireland, was an Irish- | 


least consideration 


man. 


He had indicated, from the pronounce- 
ments of the Chief Secretary, what they 
might expect his policy to be, but that 
was not the only indication which they 
had had. Years ago, in America, they 
had an expression in public life so coarse 
in its nature that he would apologise 
in anticipation for making use of it; but 
in the time of the Civil War, whenever 
the Republican Party were in want of a 
cry, they used to stir up all the old and 
bitter passions raised by the war by 
what was called “ Waving the bloody 
shirt.” When the present Govern- 
ment was at a loss for a policy, having 
run away from the policy of retaliatioi 


and protection, and wanted a cry, 
it had one refuge. It ‘‘ waved the 


bloody shirt” of outrage in Ireland. 
It was a wicked policy, and it was almost 
criminal for a man in the position of the 
Prime Minister to resort to it. What 
did the right hon. Gentleman savy? He 
said “‘ We, are united against Honie 
Rule.” The last word of the Prime 
Minister with regard to Ireland was that 
he was an opponent of Home Rule, and 
his very last word was redistributicn. 
No one in England wanted redistribution, 
and the Government used the word re- 
distribution as they used the word de- 
volution, as a mask to conceal their faces. 
Their real desire was to reduce the Par- 
liamentary representation of Ireland in 
that House, but until he saw it he would 
refuse to believe that one country could 
be so wicked and cruel as to reduce the 
representation of another country in 


that House on the ground of depopula- | 
tion, when it was the hunger produced | 


by their laws which had caused that 
depopulation. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
N.) said he desired to refer to a subject 
of urgent public importance, and had 


Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 


from the Government of this | 


‘earlier period of the session he should 
have felt compelled to move the ad- 
journment of the House in order to 
raise an immediate discussion upon it. 
He wished to ask the hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary to the Board of Edu- 
cation, to whom he had given private 
notice that afternoon of his intention, 
whether he had received any information 
| with regard to the action of the Kast Hem 
Borough Council on the previous evening. 
It was reported to him by the town clerk 
of West Ham, the adjoining borough, that 
on the previous night the Borough Council 
of East Ham resolved unaminously to no 
longer administer the Education Act of 
1902. It appeared that the education 
committee of that council went to the 
Kast Ham Porough Council for a further 
grant out of public funds to enable 
them to carry out their duty in respect 
to the cducation of that district. The 
East Ham Porough ( ouncil resolved that 
they would not grant the money and 
instructed the education committee to 
dismiss the school teachers and close all 
the schools in the district as from the 
31st of May next and to discontinue 
their duties as the education authority, 
Their object in so doing was to call 
attention to the large lecal rate in the 
borough for the discharge of what they 
considered was a national duty. Their 
action involved the future welfare of 
thousands of children, and a large staff 
of teachers and the whole cducation 
machinery for that borough. They took 
this action, not because they were averse 
to education, but because they found 
themselves utterly incapable with the 
local rate standing as it did of discharging 
their duty properly, and therefore they, 
by this very drastic act, had divested 
themselves of all responsibility, and he 
himself would not be surprised if other 
boroughs adopted the same policy at 
no distant date owing to the difficulty 
of meeting out of local funds national 
obligations. The adjoining borough ot 
West Ham had now a rate of 2s. 83d. in 
the £ for educational purposes, with 
| every prospect of its being raised in the 
next half-year to 3s. ld. This was due 
| to the fact, not that they had been ex- 
travagant, but that they had had in less 


ithan thirty years to discharge all the 
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responsibilities which were put upon them | 


—responsibilities which other towns and 
cities had been given centuries to accom- 
plish. In thirty years the population of the 
district he represented had grown from 
30,000 to 300,000, and every single loan 
that they had borrowed for public pur- 
poses was still running. They had not 
had time to relieve themselves of those 
liabilities, and yet Parliamert put further 
responsibilities on to them year by year 
until, unable to meet the responsibilities 
cast upon them, they were ready to 
tear up their Charter rather than increase 
the burden upon the people. It was not 
extravagance; ail those who caused 
them to take this action, and those who 
said it was, knew nothing of the circum- 
stances, and had not taken the trouble 
to inquire into them. 


lhe East Ham Borough Council, which 
that day had taken this startling action, 
was the first of the authorities under the 
Act of 1892 to positively refuse to carry 
out their obligations with regard to educa- 
tion. Now, what were the Government 
going to do in this matter ? 
provided by the Act was that of applying 
Were the Government 


The remedy 


for a mandamus. 
going to imprison the mayor and corpora- 
tionof East Ham? He warned them if 
they did that there were forty or fifty 
other districts which they would have 


to serve in the same way, districts 
Which had met a _ national obliga- 
tion out of local rates. For thirty- 


five years Parliament had maintained 
ascheme of grants-in-aid to districts of 
this kind. By the Act of 1892 that was 
allswept away. The protest which he had 
made in that House passed almost un- 
heeded, and the whole scheme of relief 
Was swept away and a new one instituted, 
under which money was given to districts 
which did not require it, while others 
which greatly needed it were left to do 
the best they could 
difficulties, 


to meet their 


What were the Government 


going to do with regard to this matter ? 
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He felt it his duty to ask what informa” 
tion the Government had received with 
regard to it, and, above all, what steps 
they proposed to take to see that the 
education of the children was continued. 
When they met again they would be 
within four weeks of the date of the 
shutting up of these schools. He knew 
how the difficulty had gone on increasing 
in this borough; he had worked in 
the neighbourhood for thirteen years, 


and he knew how it had increased 
year by year until it became in- 
tolerable, and he appealed to the 


Government not to drive these people to 
desperation, and not to encourage others 
to follow the example thus set, but to 
recognise at once that they were face to 
face with a diflicuity more serious than 
any he could recollect in connection with 

If the action of 
the East Ham Borough Council was 
followed, as he was advised it would be, 
it would place the Government in a posi- 
tion of the greatest difficulty, and, if not 
met sympathetically and promptly, it 
the best eftorts of any 
Government to deal with it. It was 
under these circumstances that he asked 
Secretary to the 


municipal government. 


would defy 


his hon. friend the 
3oard of Education what action he pro- 


posed to take. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.) 
said that he wished to answer one charge 
brought against him by the hon, Member 
for the Scotland Division—the charge of 
disloyalty to his predecessor in office, 
That charge he repudiated emphatically. 
It was founded on the allegation that in 
the second Answer to a Question he had 
unsaid all that he stated in the first 
Answer. That was grossly incorrect, 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that that 
was not his foundation for the charge of 
disloyalty against the right hon, Gentle- 


man. The foundation was that the right 
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hon. Gentleman had entirely repudiated 
the policy indicated in a statement made 


by the right hon. Member for Dover. 


Mr. WALTER LONG 
disloyalty, 


said that he 
then, 
because he stated as plainly as he could 


was charged with 
to the House that, as long as he remained 
Chief Secretary, he should consider him- 
self responsible for all that was done in 
his Department, and that he intended to 
know all that was done by his subordi- 
lf he was to be condemned for 
The 
second charge was that he had behaved 
disloyally to the right hon. Gentleman, 


nates. 
that, he accepted condemnation. 


the Member for Dover. Was he disloyal 
to the right hon. Member for Dover 
because he declared that he was unable 
to accept what he understood to be his 
right hon. friend’s description of the 
Under-Secretary’s position—namely, that 
it was the position of a colleague and not 
of an ordinary member of the Civil 
Service? Neither his predecessor nor 
the Under-Secretary could hold that 
what he had said on that point was 
either disloyal or inaccurate in its des- 
ciiption of the constitutional relations 
between the Chief Secretary and the 
He felt that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover 
did his best for the Government and the 
country, and therefore he was not likely 


Under-Secretary. 


to be disloyal] to him in his absence. 


Str JOHN GORST said he desired 


to ask the counsel and the advice 
of the Secretary to the Board of 
Education in a case of difficulty 


with regard to the administration of 
the Education Act. 


of the village of Marston St. Lawrence, 


It was the case 


in Northamptonshire. In this and in 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 
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many other villages in England there was 
great anxiety with respect to what micht 
befall them under the Education Act. In 
this case the village school, which was 
built by a private owner, had been car- 
ried on for more than a generation as a 
Church school, and had now come under 
the control of the Northampton County 
Council for the purposes of secular educa- 
It had been the custom in this 
school to take the children to church on 


tion, 


certain days, and this custom had been 
continued by the present managers, who 
had contro] of the religious instruction. 
In order to comply with the law, the 
managers had kept the school cpen during 
the time the children were at church, and 
an assistant master was present to give 
secular instruction to any child who had 
been withdrawn from religious instruction. 
On Monday, March 27th, one of the county 
council’s inspectors made his appearance 
at the school, turned out the children, 
closed the school altogether, and told the 
head teacher and the children to go toa 
school a mile away, and the assistant 
teacher to go to a school five miles away. 
The parents of the children were indig- 
nant at the school’s being disturbed in 
this way. He wished to know what jus- 
tification the county council had for a 
proceeding of this kind, a proceeding 
that had been threatened in other cases. 
He understood that theirexcuse for this 
high-handed proceeding was that the 
managers had disregarded a by-law which 
they had passed to the effect that the 
children should not be taken to church. 
He ventured to say that conduct of that 
kind was distinctly illegal. The Act pro- 
vided that the managers sliould carry out 
any direction of the local authority as to 
secular education, but a direction that 


the children should uot be taken to church 
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could not be construed as a direction as 
to secular instruction, Moreover, he did 
not know that any power was given 
to a local authority to close a school. 
The only power that was given to them 
was, if the managers failed to carry out 
such a direction, to carry out the direc- 
tion themselves as if they were the man- 
agers. The Act also provided that 
religious imstruction given in a public 
elementary school not provided by a 
local be 


education authority should 


under the control of the managers. 
According to the Act the managers, 


i not the local education authority, 
had the control of the religious instrue- 
the the 


local education authority was wrong in 


tion. Therefore, conduct of 


three particulars. Jn the first place, 
they had no right to make such a by- 
law; in the second place, if the by-law 
was valid, they had no right to close 
the school; and thirdly, theywere acting 
in direct defiance of the Act of Palia- 


ment which said that the control of 
religious instruction should be in the 
hands of the managers. This was a 


case that might occur in any village 
in the country. This was not a matter 
It was a matter 
the 
he wanted to ask the Secretary 
Board of 
tection the managers of village schools 


had. 


great use in the education of the coun- 


of religious sentiment. 


of the observance of law, and 
to 
the Education what pro- 
These schools had been of very 


try, and they were of very great use 
still. 


if the loeal authority first of all made 


What protection had the managers 


illegal by-laws, and then enforced them 
by methods that violated the Act of Par- 
liament which gave to the managers he 
control of religious instruction in the 


schools 2 
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*THoe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY vo tHe BOARD or EDUCA- 
TION (Sir Witiram Oxford 
said he would first deal 


ANSON, 
University) 
with the case referred to by the right 
hon. Gentleman. It was not the case 
that the local education authority of 
Northamptonshire made a by-law for- 
bidding the children to go to church. 
The ordinary form of by-law required the 
children to be at school during the time 
that the school was open, and the local 
education authority announced that they 
were not prepared to regard attendance at 
They 


children were 


church as attendance at school. 
the 
to comply with that bye-law they would 


further said that if 


have to be at school during the whole time 
the school was open. They, however, 
adopted a new form of by-law which en- 
abled the parents, after notice, towithdraw 
a child from the school during the period 
of religious instruction, and, therefore, 
there would be no difficulty whatever, 
ifthe parents desired it, in the children’s 
attending church during the period of 
religious instruction without any violation 
of the by laws. The local authority further 
announced that they were prepared to 
give ten days holiday in the year, on 
days of religious observance, in order 
that the 


church. 


children might be taken to 
Sut they did give a direction, 
which they were perfectly well entitled 
to give, that the school was to be opened 
at 9 o’clock, and that secular instruction 
was to begin at 9.45 and continue thence- 
forward until the end of the school session. 
What was done by the managers was in 
contravention of the direction of the 
local education authority as to secular 
instruction. On they 


altered the time-table without reference 


certain days 


to the local authority, and began secular 
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instruction at 9 and continued it until 11, 
when they took the children to church. 
The managers were deaf toremonstrance, 
and at the beginning of March they 
were informed that at the end of the | 
month the school would no longer be | 
maintained by the local authority. So far | 
everything was regular. But the inspector | 
ofthe localauthority was sent to the school | 
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to make arrangements for the teachers in | 
the event of their desiring to leave, and he | 
believed that what passed when the 
inspector visited the school exceeded the 
intention and the right of the local 
authority, and certainly the duty of the 
inspector, for he made an announcement 
to the children which was practically to 
the effect that the school was closed. | 
The local authority had no right to close | 
a school. They might refuse to maintain 


a school, and whether they were justified 
in doing so was a matter for the Board | 


of Education to consider. In this case, | 


the managers having violated the direc- 


tion of the local authority in regard to | 


secular education, the local authority 
would have been justified in refusing to 
But they were not | 
Corres- 


maintain the school. 
justified in closing the school. 
pondence had been carried on which there 
was every reason to hope would result | 
in an arrangement by which the managers | 
would carry out the instructions of the 


local authority. 


| Board considered 


With regard to the question raised by | 


the hon. Member for West Ham, the ex- 


treme gravity of which he quite admitted, | 
he could only say that, as the facts had 
only just been brought to his notice, he 
could not be expected to suggest a remedy 
offhand ; he could only say that he would | 
be glad if the hon. Member would com | 


municate with him on the subject, and | 
; 


su Willian Anson. 
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it should receive the best attention of the 
Board of Education. 


Mr. BOLAND 8.) called 
attention to the notice which had been 
given to terminate the steamer service 


(Kerry, 


on the south-west coast of Ireland to 
which the Congested Districts Board had 
for several years generously given a 
subsidy, and pointed out that the carrying 
out of this proposal would put his con- 
stituency, and neighbouring  consti- 
tuencies, in an unfortunate position. The 
immediate result of terminating the 
steamer service would be to give the 


Great Southern and Westeru Railway 


|Company a monopoly in the district. 


The charge he made was that the Con- 
gested Districts Board in the terms made 
had 


with the railway company not 


| sufficiently safeguarded the interests of 


the people of the Sneem district. The 
Congested Districts Board had succeeded 
in getting some through rates, but these 
rates were 20 to 50 per cent. higher than 
used to be the case when the steamer 
Service was in existence. This was an 


extremely serious matter, for in thie 


| district of Sneem the people had agreed 


to purchase their holdings at high figures. 
If, in addition to paying these high 
prices, they had to pay increased rates 
for transit, a very serious state of affairs 
The Congested Districts 
it 
of business to have arranged with the 
railway company to put on a service of 


a gol id stroke 


carts twice a week between Kenmare and 
the village of Sneem. That service would 
be inadequate to convey the goods 


formerly brought to the village by 


steamer. He found that cement which 
was previously carried at 7s. Gd. per ton 


would now cost Ils. 4d., and the rate for 
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sugar would be increased from 11s. 6d, to 


14s. Yd. If time permitted he could 
give more instances of the same kind. 
Owing to the defective state of Kenmare 
harbour, which was at present served 
by a steamer, the proprietors of that 
steamer had given notice that unless the 
harbour was improved the steamer would 
be withdrawn, and so the railway would 
have the monopoly of the service for 
the whole of that district. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he could only 


deal with this matter with the permission | 


of the House. The facts in relation to the 
question raised by the hon. Gentleman 
were in dispute. The hon. Gentleman 
believed that the railway company had 
been able to establish a monopoly in the 
district, and had increased their rates. 
His information was that the railway 
company had not increased their rates, 
und that a monopoly had been prevented 
by the action of the Congested Districts 
Board. But if the hon. 


would provide him with fuller details 


Gentleman 


afterwards in support of the statement 
he had just made, he would look into 
the matter himself and see if anything 
could be done in the matter to rectify 
the grievance complained of. As to the 
dredging of Kenmare harbour, he was 
informed that that was a difficult and 
expensive operation and had only a 
temporary effect. The question raised 
by the hon. Member was a large one, and 
could not be dealt with by Answer across 
the floor of the House. 


to do what he could to help the different 


He was anxious 


traders in the district to get their pro- 
duce to market, and any information 
the hon. Gentleman could furnish him 


with would be carefully considered. 
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Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.) said that 
the right hon. Gentleman had made a 
statement in regard to the new rules 
issued by the 
Board of Ireland which was in many 
The right hon. 
Gentleman interpreted the understand- 


National Education 


respects satisfactory. 


ing with the Treasury as meaning that no 
teachers would suffer loss under these 
new Tules; but he thought that anyone 
who had studied the terms of the agree. 
ment would see that they did not bear out 
the rather wide interpretation which the 
Chief Secretary had made. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that what 
he had stated was that the National 
Board of Education, realising that the 
application of these rules in their strictest 
sense might lead to loss of income to 
certain teachers, desired to prevent any 
loss, and he thought that the 
Gentleman would find that that would 
be the resut of the decision arrived at. 


hon. 


Mr. MACVEAGH said that what he 
asked for was the protection of the 
teachers of those schools who had not 
accepted the principle of amalgamation. 
The right hon. Gentleman must know 
that the rules had produced a great deal 
of discontent and unpopularity, and that 
many managers had announced that 
they did not intend to consent to 
amalgamation. He thought it would 
allay the discontent and uneasiness felt 
if they could get from the right hon, 
astatement that this ar- 
apply 
which did not accept amalgamation as 
well 


amalgamation. 


Gentleman 


rangement would to schools 


as to schools which did accept 
He understood that the 
right hon. Gentleman had no control 


over the National Board of Education, 
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which was an absolutely irresponsible; called upon, had to travel eleven or 
eae, ce 
body and could bid defiance to the right | twelve miles to the patient. That was 


hon. Gentleman end refuse to carry out |the state of affairs brought about 
his suggestions. He also understood that | deliberately |by the pig-headed action 
the right hon. Gentleman’s recommenda- | of some of the officials of the Local 


! 
Li€ 


tion to the Treasury had been treated | Government Board, in spite of the 


with contempt. He believed that the | strong protests of the board of guardians 
right hon. Gentleman recognised that the | and every ratepayer in the district. He 
discontent ard uneasiness on the part of | hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
the teachers was perfectly natural and look into this matter. 

that the rights of all teachers should be | 


sale < led i 1 that all shoul be 
ee ee Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) 


treated alike. He hoped that the new be eine 
asked if the Chief Secretary for Treland 


rules would not be enforced until this : i ‘ 
would use his holiday to inquire per- 
matter bad been made absolutely cleer. : é 
: sonally into the matter referred to by 
the hon. Member for South Down ard 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he would to see whether all the managers of the 


give the matter his best consideration. schools were satisfied. There could be 
no doubt that the rules as they stood 


Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.) said he would | Vere detrimental; that was agreed by 
al 9n . amrra : . : Tae 9 
like to draw attention to the very ;@!! and concurred in by the Bishops, 

ae oe ae _ be despised 
unfortunate state of affairs which had Wiose Opinion was nov. to dD d pl ed 


n t} . 
Z , ; . 1 nis m< oT. 
arisen in his constituency by the |” tai 


arbitra’ y action of the Local Government 

Board in Jreland, of which the right hon. Me. WALTER LONG: I have already 
le leman TAS » head » ¢ aan : : 

Gentleman was the head. He had tricd. . iid I will consider the matter. 

to draw attention tothe matter before in 


the form of a Question, but, with all due 


Mr. NOLAN said he hoped whin 


again that the right 


respect to the right hon, Gentleman, he 
must complain that he had not received Parliament met 
anything like a satisfactory Answer, hon. Gentleman would be able to take « 
although he did not comp'ain of} wider view of the various subjects wit 
the right hon. Gentleman himself. |\ hich he had to deal. 


i 
What had occurred was that in one of | 
three electoral divisions of the Poor Law |. ; 
| Question put, ard agreed to. 
| 
| 


District of Ardee the Local Government 
Board had stepped in owing to some | 


: : : awe Resolved. ‘‘ That this House do now 
dispute with regard to salaries and had 


5 ; ; adjourn until Tuesday, May 2nd.” —(Mr. 
suppressed one of the dispensaries, with | . 
|4. J. Balfour.) 
the result that many poor people who re- | aide 


quired medical relief now had to travel | 
{ 


eleven or twelve miles across country to Adjourned accordingly at twenty 


; : { seven minutes after Seven 
obtain it, and the medical officer, when | o’cleck, till Tuesday, May 2nd 
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Petitions. {2 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 2nd May, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 


The House being met, the Clerk at the | 


Table informed the House of the un- 
avoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, owing 
to continued indisposition. 


‘ Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM 
= LowrueEr, the Chairman of Ways and 
° Means, proceeded to the Table, and, 
~ after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
S$ Speaker, pursuant to the Standing 

Order. 


AL 


Cc 


7) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Aylesbury Gas Bill. Read the third 


time, and passed. 


Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and 
passed, without Amendment. 


Ealing Corporation Bill. Read the 


third time, and passed. 


Entre Rios Railways Bill [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


vicnvenmcement OJ @ Speech mndrcates revision 


South Oxfordshire Water and Gas Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Andover Lighting and Power Bill. As 
amended, considered; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


efsterioh (*) wt the « 


: Bristol Corporation Bill; Croydon 

\ Corporation Bill; Rotherham, Maltby, 
and Laughton Railway Bill; South 
Wales Electrical Power Distribution 
Company Bill. As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time. 


Barry Railway Bill [Lords]; Clacton 
Improvement Bill [Lords]; Commercial 
Union Assurance Bill [Lords]; 
Cowes Gas Bill [Lords]; Leeds and 
Liverpool Canal Bill [Lords]; Mortgage 
Insurance Corporation Bill [Lords]; 
Preston Corporation (Ribble Navigation) 

VOL. CXLYV. [Fourtu Serizs.] 
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‘visional Order (No. 2) Bill. 
| second time, and committed. 


‘LANDS VALUATION 


East : 
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Bill [Lords]; Rhymney Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Southend and Colchester Light 
Railways Bill [Lords]; Truro Water 
Bill [Lords]; Electric Lighting Pro- 
Read a 


PETITIONS. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 
Petition for additional Provision ; 
referred to the Exaniners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


LONDON GOUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS) BILL. 
Petition for additional provision ; re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


HOUSE LETTING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, against ; to lie upon the Table. 


(SCOTLAND) BILL, 
Petition of Scottish Trade Protection 
Society, against ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCO:r- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Airdrie; 
Anderston; Annan; Arbroath (two); 
Bothwell (two); Brechin; Butterbura ; 
Cambuslang; Castletown; Cleland; 
Cowcaddens; Cromarty; Culbokie; 
Dingwall; Dundee (nine); Dunfermline ; 
Edinburgh; Fortrose; Glasgow (four) ; 
Greenock (three); Innerleithen; Inver- 
ness; Kilwinning; Kirkwall; Lochans; 
Lochee ; Maxwelltown; Montrose (two) ; 
Morrison; Motherwell (two); Nairn 
(two); Newarthill; Newton; Peebles; 
Scottish Permissive Bill and Temperance 
Association ; Tain ; Thornton; Troqueer; 
Uddingston; and Wick; to lie upon the 
Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from St. Mabe, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TRADES UNIONS AND TRADE DISPUTES 
BILL. 


Petition of Scottish Trade Protection 


\ Society, against; to lie upon the Table. 


Z 
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Command of His Majesty during the 
Easter Recess, were delivered to the 
Librarian of the House 
during the Recess, pursuant to the 
Standing Order of the Mth August, 
1896 :--— 


1, Trade Reports (Annual Series). 
Copies of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 5346 to 
3303. 

2, Treaty Series (No. 13, 1905). Copy 
of Convention between the United King- 
dom and Japan respecting Commercial 
Relations between Japan and India, 
Signed at Tokio, 29th August, 1904. 
Ratifications exchanged at Tokio, 15th 
March, 1905. 

3. Explosions (Eley’s Factory at Ed- 
monton, Middlesex). Copy of Report 
by Captain J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s 
Chief Inspector of Explosives, to the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment, on the circumstances attending an 
explosion of collodion cotton which 
occurred at the Factory of Messrs. Eley 


Brothers, Limited, at Edmonton, Middle- | 


sex, on the 7th March, 1905, 


4. Factory and Workshop (Laundries), 
Copy of List of Religious and Charitable 
Institutions in which Laundries are 
carried on. 


5. Board of Education (Special Re- 
ports). Copy of Special Reports on 
Educational Subjects, Vol. 15. School 
Training forthe Home Duties of Women. 
Part I. The Teaching of Domestic 
Science in the United States of America. 


6. Underfed Children at Public Ele- 
mentary Schools. Copy of Circulars 
issued in April, 1905, by the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the Board of Education 
as to y 
public elementary schools who are with- 
out adequate nourishment, 

7. Lunacy (Scotland). 
seventh Annual Report of the General 
Board of Commissioners in Lunacy for 
Scotland, 


8. Land Law 
. (Eviction Notices). 


(Ireland) Act, 1887 
Copy of Return of 
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| Eviction Notices filed during the quarter 
| ended 31st March, 1905. 


of Commons | 


the cases of children attending . 


Copy of Forty- | 


Reports, &c. 673 


9. Agrarian Offences (Provinces) (Ire- 


The following Papers, presented by land). Copy of Return by Provinces of 


Agrarian Offences in Ireland for the year 
ended 5lst December, 1904. 

10. Education (Ireland). Copy of 
Annual Report of the Commissioners of 
Education in Ireland for the year 1904. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND 
TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) 

Copy presented, of Fourth Annual! 
General Report of the Department, 
1903-4 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


CONTEMPT OF COURT (IRELAND) 
(PERSONS COMMITTED). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 14th March; Mr. McHugh]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed 
[No. 138.] 


NATIONAL EDUCATION (IRELAND) 

COMMISSIONERS (MEETINGS, ETC.). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 12th April ; Mr. Timothy M. 
Healy]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 139.] 


PHARMACY (IRELAND) ACTS, 1875 TO 
1890. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council, 
dated 22nd April, 1905, approving ot 
Regulations made by the Pharmaceutical 
Society [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos, 
3354 to 3358 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 633 [by Command]; to lie upon’ the 
Table. 
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FREE AND UNITED FREE CHURCHES 
(SCOTLAND). 


Copy presented, of Interim Report of 
the Departmental Commission on the 
Free and United Free Churches, Scot!and, 
to the Secretary for Scotland by Sir John 
Cheyne, K.C. [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


MINES AND QUARRIES. 

Copy presented, of Reports of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines for the 
year 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


WELLINGTON COLLEGE. 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
Governors of Wellington College for the 
year ending 3lst December, 1904, with 
Accounts [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (GREAT BRITAIN). 

Copy presented, of Forty-eighth Report 
of His Majesty’s Inspector of Reformatory 
and Industrial Schools for 1904. Part I. 
List of Schools and Detailed Reports 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (FATAL ACCIDENTS). 


eturn presented, relative 
(Address 28th March; Mr. Fenwick); to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
'No. 140.] 


METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
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POST OFFICE (INLAND POST). 

Copy presented, of the Inland Post 
Amendment (No. 1) Warrant, 1904, 
dated 7th December, 1904 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 

POST OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS). 

Copy presented, of the Postal Order 
(Inland) Amendment (No. 2) Regula- 
tions, 1905, dated 17th April, 1905 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND COLONIAL 


POST). 
Copy presented, of the Foreign and 
Colonial Post Amendment [No. 10) 


Warrant, 1905, dated 3lst March, 1905 
[by Act]; to le upon the Table. 


TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RIVER 
COLONY. 

Copy presented, of Further Corres- 
pondence relating to Affairs in the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colony 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


COLONIES (REPRESENTATIVE 
INSTITUTIONS). 
Return presented, relative thereto 


|{Address 7th March ; Dr. Macnamara] ; 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 142.] 


thereto | 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 
Copy presented, of Accounts of the 
Metropolitan Gas Companies for the year 
1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
| and to be printed. [No. 143.] 


Accounts presented, of the Metropolitan | 


Police and the Police Pension Funds for | 


the year ended 31st March, 1905 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 
(No. L41.] 
PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CONDITIONAL 
LICENCE). 

Copy presented, of a Licence to be at 
large granted to Harry Tate, to which 
are annexed Conditions other than those 


contained in Schedule A of The Penal | 
Servitude Act, 1864 [by Act]; to lie) 


upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND COLONIAL | 


POST). 


Copy presented, of the Foreign and | 


(No. 9) | 


Colonial Post Amendment 
Warrant, 1904, dated 3lst December, 
1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Copy presented, of Draft Amending 
Order No. 1 of the Board of Education, 
|}amending Final Order No. 391, under 
| Section 11 (8) of The Education Act, 
| 1902 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 144.] 


COMPANIES (WINDING-UP) ACT, 1890. 

Account presented, showing Receipts 
and Expenditure on account of Pro- 
'ceedings during the year ended 31st 
March, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 145.] 


| BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883 (PROCEEDINGS). 
Account presented, showing the 
| Receipts and Expenditure on account of 


| Bankruptcy Proceedings during the year 
Z 2 
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ended 31st March, 1905 [by Act]; to lie | consider the advisability of giving power 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No.|to the Congested Districts Board 
146. | (Scotland) to raise money on the security 
~ : c | of land already purchased with the object 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1887. of providing funds for further land 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute» purchase. 
dated 10th April, 1905, granting a re- 
tired allowance to John Bolton, late of (Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
the Engineer in Chief’s Department, Secretary for Scotland is desirous of 
General Post Office, under the Act [by extending the effective power of the 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. Congested Districts Board in the sense 
indicated by the hon. Member, and the 
ee See oe Ge eee BY matter is now under his consideration, 
1, Thames Conservancy. General Re- Excesses in Average Salaries of Blemen- 
port and Accounts of the Conservators we A — Lo: lea to 
for 1904 [by Act]; to be printed. aes Sey eee 
(No 147.] Sir M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.): 
2. Public Records (Fines and Re- To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
coveries). Copy of Schedule containing a what excesses in the —— salaries of 
List and Particulars of Classes of Docu- certificated | pring eogeliaerges 
ments connected with the Alienation of rs epee — —_— ly ae ~ 3d, in 
Land by means of Fines and Recoveries, the case of men and £76 11s. 91. in the 
which are now in the Public Record C@8¢ of =—o — ee meen Sa 99 
Office, but are not considered of sufficient time certified by the Education Depart- 


ssa i ' -. ment tothe Treasury since the passing of 
public vaiue to justify their preservation ™°"" 1° he Treasury since the passing of 
the Teachers Superannuation Act of 


therein [by Act]. 1898; what increases of the ratio of 
— centribution to the deferred annuity 
fund of £3 in the case of men and £2 in 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS the case of women have been made in 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. | consequence of such excesses; and what 
are the present average salaries and rates 
of contribution to the deferred annuity 
Election of Dublin University Board— fund in the case of men and women 
Roman Catholic Representatives. teachers respectively. 
Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): To F 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he (Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
will consider the advisability of so (1) The following excesses in the 
altering the constitution of the University | average salaries of certificated elemen- 
of Dublin that the Board of that tary school teachers in Great Britain 
Institution shall be elected by the Junior | ahove £119 13s. 3d. in the case of men, 
Fellows and Professors, and that the and £76 11s. 9d. in the case of women, 
principle of co-option ,may also be) have been certified by the Education 
adopted, so as to permit of the im- Departments to the Treasury since the 
mediate election of a certain specified passing of the Teachers Superannuation 
number of Roman Catholics on the Act of 1898, viz. :— 
governing authority. | 


English teachers :— 
(Answered by Mr. A. J. Ba’four.) Legis- | £3. d 

lation would be necessary to give effect to 

this proposal, and this is not contem- | Men (1902-3 , ae 


— 


plated by His Majesty’s Government. | | Women (1899-1900) 817 4 
| Scotch teachers :— 

Scotch Congested Districts Board—Power | 2 ae 

to Raise Money on the Security of Land | ote 

already Purchased. | Men (1898-1900) . 23 2 7 

Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire): To | Men (1900-1) ~ @zTs 

ask the Lord-Advocate whether he will Women ‘ : no excess 
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(2) The following increases have been 
made in the teachers’ contributions to 
the deferred annuity fund in consequence 
of the above excesses, viz. :— 
English teachers :— 
Men, 5s. from Ist April, 1905. 
Women, 4s. from 1st April, 1901. 
Scotch teachers :— 
Men, 5s. from Ist April, 1901. 
+ Men, 10s. from Ist April, 1902, 
(3) The present average salaries of 
elementary school teachers, and their 
rates of contribution to the deferred 
annuity fund are, according to the latest 
returns, as follows, viz. :— 


English teachers :— 


Salary. Contribution. 
£s. <@& ££ s -& 
Men . 134 10 11 3.5 =O 
Women 89 11 1 2 £4 0 


Scotch teachers :— 


Salary. Contribution. 
fan cc. Om @ 
Men. 149 12 7 310 0 
Women 75 17 5 2 0 0 


Salaries and Fees of Law Officers of the 

rown. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury if he 
can state the amounts paid in salaries 
and fees to the Law Officers of the 
Crown during the financial year. ending 
March 3lst, 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) The 
fees (including the clerks’ fees) paid to 
the Law Officers for the year in question 
were as follows— 


Attorney-General :—- £ s. d. 
Salary 7,000 0 0 
Fees : 5,993 14 4 


12,993 14 4 





Solicitor-General :— 


6,000 0 0 
3,748 17. 3 


Salary . * 
Fees ; : 








ve. A further 5s., making 10s. altogether. 


{2 May 


' class. 
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Assistant Clerks in the Civil Service. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasurv 
how many assistant clerks (recruited 
from competition among boy clerks and 
boy copyists) are at present in the Civil 
Service, and how many of these in the 
Statistical Office, Custom House, London. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The number of certificates granted from 
competitions (limited and open among 
boy clerks, boy copyists, and ex-boy 
clerks and ex-boy copyists) as assistant 
clerks of the abstractor class was, up to 
February last, 1,806 for all departments. 
The number of assistant clerks serving 
in the Statistical Office of the Customs 
is 109. 


Assistant Clerks in the General Register 
and Record Office of Shipping. 


Mr. REDDY: To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury if he will state what 
proportion the assistant clerks employed 
in the General Register and Record 
Office of Shipping and Seamen bear to 
the whole staff; how many of these are 
eligible for promotion to the second 
division ; and how many of them have 
been promoted; whether the Treasury 
will consider the advisability of extending 
the allowances of £20 granted to 
abstractors (old class) in this office in 
1898 to the assistant clerks (new class), 
seeing that they are performing the same 
work for which the allowances were 
originally granted and that their initial 
salary is considerably smaller. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The proportion of the assistant clerks in 
this Department to the total staff is as 
36 is to 59. Seventeen assistant clerks 
are qualified, as regards length of service, 
for promotion to the second division. 


Since 1898 six vacancies have occurred in 
| the second division, and have been filled 


by promotion from the assistant clerk 
The allowances, to which the hon. 
Member refers in the last part of his 
Question, were granted specially to 
certain officers, and I am not prepared 
to extend them.} 








Questions. 





Classification of Battleships. 

Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether he can 
state what reasons exist for counting as 
first-class battleships ~he ‘“ Collingwood,” 
of 9.500 tons, launched in 1882, and classed 
in a Parliamentary Return of the present 
session as of comparatively small fighting 
value, a French ship of 10,C0) tons 
launched in 1879, the Italian “ Duilio,” 
and H.MLS. “Sans Pareil,” thus giving 
an appearance of greater strength to the 
British, French, and Italian Fleets, as 
compared with those of Germany, Japan, 
and the United States, 


(Answered by Mr, Pretyman.) Return 
No. 96 gives a list of all ships under their 
respective classes, and so long as a vessel 
remains on the fighting list at all it is 
difficult to depart from this classification. 
The relative tighting value of the various 
ships may, however, be roughly assessed 
by their precedence on that list, or, more 
accurately, by reference to the table 
giving the date of launch, tonnage, and 
armaments. In the case of foreign ships 
the Return follows the classification 
adopted by the countries concerned ; but 
the inference suggested in the hon. 
Member’s Question would hardly be 
drawn when it is remembered that 
Germany, Japan, and the United States 
have no large battleships of an earlier 
cate than 1893. 


Inspection of Lightships, etc., by Night— 
The Tender “Signal.” 

MaJor JAMESON (Clare, W.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he will state if the Trinity House 
view their lights afloat after dark or only 
during daylight; and, with reference to 
the statement of the Commissioners of 
Northern Lights to the Mercantile Marine 
Committee that the tender ‘ Signal,” 
constructed entirely under the Roard of 
Trade, had turned out an unsatisfactory 
and in some respects a dangerous vessel 
for taking a boat alongside ona bad day, 
will he state under what circumstances 
this vessel came to be constructed, what 
she cost, who built her, what she was for, 
how long she was used, what became of 
her, and whether steps will be taken to 
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obtain the assistance of Lloyds or other 
skilled unofficial assistance in designing 
vessels to prevent a repetition of such an 
occurrence. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I am 
informed by the Trinity House that 
occasional night inspections are made of 
all the light-stations under their charge, 
and that, in addition to this, it is the 
invariable practice for Committees of the 
Elder Brethren, when afloat, to view 
after dark the lights in their immediate 
vicinity. I am informed by the Com- 
missioners of Northern Lighthouses that 
the “Signal” was built in 1883 by 
Messrs, Caird & Co., of Greenock, at a 
cost of £15,223. That she was engaged 
on general lighthouse work on the West 
Coast of Scotland, making the reliefs at 
rock stations, attending to tie buovage 
of the district, charging buoys and 
beacons with gas, removing wrecks, ete., 
and that she was in constant use until 
September, 1895, when she was wrecked 
on the Mull of Kintyre during a dense 
fog. The Commissioners state that they 
will be prepared, with the approval of 
the Board of Trade, to obtain such skilled 
assistance in designing any vessels they 
may require in the future as the particular 
circumstances of the case may render 
expedient. There is nothing in the 
Report of the Court which investigated 
the loss of the “Signal” to suggest that 
it was in any way due to defective 
designs, and I am afraid that the utmost 
skill in designing would not render a 
vessel immune from running on a rock 
during a dense fog. 


Income-Tax deducted from Pensions of 
Officers of His Majesty's Forces. 

Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he can 
state the amount of income-tax received 
by the Exchequer during the years 
1902-3 and 1903-4 in respect of payments 
on incomes derived from pensions awarded 
to officers of His Majesty’s Forces. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
I understand the hon. Member to ask for 
a statement of the amount of income- 


tax deducted from retired pay and hali- _ 


pay of Army and Navy Officers during 
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the years 1992-5 and 1903-4. The 
figures are as follows— 


Army. 
1902-3 1903—4 
8 & d. £ & d. 
Retired pay 8),748 6 5 70,932 2 0 
Half-pay 3,865 6 0 3,444 8 5 
Navy. 
1902-3 1903-4 
£ & da. £ s. d. 
Retired pay 33,338 9 9 27,351 11 0 


Half-pay 2,631 16 3 2,374 5 9 


Meetings of Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 
the number of meetings of the Commis- 
sioners of National Education in Ireland 
held during each of the three years 1902, 
1903, and 1904; the number of meetings 
of same body held in each of the three 
calendar years immediately preceding the 
death of Mr. Redington, late Resident 
Commissioner of National Education ; the 
number of meetings of sane body held 
in each of the three calendar years im- 
mediately preceding the death of Sir 
Patrick Keenan, Resideat Commissioner 
of National Edueation. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
numbers of meetings held in the years 
iamed were as follows— 


Year, No. of Meetings. 
1902 4 : c P 26 
1903 ‘ i js ; 51 
1904 : : ‘ : 38 


The numbers of meetings held in the 
three calendar years immediately pre- 
ceding the death of Mr. Redington (who 
died on the 4th February, 1899) were— 

Year. No. of Meetings. 
1896 te ‘ : 49 
1897 ‘ ‘ ° 40 
1898 ‘ . . . 40 


The numbers of meetings held in the 
three calendar years immediately preced- 
ing the death of Sir Patrick Keenan 
{who died on Ist November, 1894) were— 

Year. No. of Meetings. 


189] : - ; . 40) 
1892 - , ‘ . 3 
1893 : ‘ ; 47 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Armour Plate for tne Navy. 

Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can state approxi- 
mately when any further orders for 
armour plate will be issued by the Ad- 
miralty. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, 


Woodbridge): Orders for armour are 
placed as necessary to keep pace with 
the requirements of ships under con- 
struction The next orders will proba)ly 
be out in about two months, 


Volunteer Capitation Grants. 

Maton EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): On behalf of tie 
hon. Member for South Derbyshire, [ beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he proposes to make any alteration dur- 
ing the current year in the amounts or 
conditions of Volunteer Capitation 
(rrants; and if there will be any altera- 
tion in the same period of the camp 
allowances set down in the present 
Volunteer Regulations. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoxtp-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): As regards the amounts or con- 
ditions of Volunteer Capitation Grants 
there will be no alterations during the 
current year. As regards camp allowances 
for the present year only attendance at 
camp is not compulsory to earn the 
higher efficiency grant, and Class I. 
allowances will be admissible for a 
Class I. camp even though the minimum 
number of members, required by the 
regulations to attend, is not secured. 
The allowances and conditions for Field 
Army battalions, including the minimum 
number to attend camp, remain unaltered. 


Military Headgear. 

*CotoneEL LEGGE (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if the issue 
of the new field service forage cap for 
the Army has been finally approved of ; 
has a new pattern cap for walking out 
and similar purposes been decided upon ; 
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and, if so, what saving, if any, will result 
from these changes. 





Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The new 
service dress cap forthe Army has not 
been finally approved. Two patterns, 
similar in shape but different in detail, 
are this year being issued as an experi- 
ment. A new cap for walking out 
purposes has been decided upon, but the 
pattern has not yet been finally ap- 
proved. It is impossible to say what 
saving will be effected until the pattern 
of the walking out cap has been finally 
decided, but there will be no extra cost. 


Inebriate Homes. 


Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he can state the 
number of homes established under the 
Inebriates Acts, 1898 and 1899; what is 
the present capacity of such homes; 
and the total number of inmates on 31st 
March last. 


Toe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKErs- 
Dovucxas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : Under 
the Inebriates Acts, 1898 and 1899, two 
State inebriate reformatories, and 
twelve certitied inebriate reformatories, 
had been established prior to the 31st 
March last. These institutions contained 
1,112 available beds and 876 inmates on 
the date mentioned. Two hundred of 
the unoccupied beds were in newly 
established institutions. Another certi- 
fied reformatory, with accommodation 
for eighty persons. has just been opened. 
Besides these reformatories, which are 
for persons committed from the Courts, 
there are nineteen retreats licensed under 
the Habitual Drunkards Act, 1879, which 
provide accommodation for 544 voluntary 
cases. 


Immigration of Aliens. 

*Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that some 


doubt exists as to the eight ports at 
which it is inte: ded to appoint immigra- 
tion officers and to which the landing of 
immigrants under the Aliens Bill, should 
it become law, is to be confined; and 
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whether (in addition to Leith, the Tyne, 
Hull, Grimsby, Southampton, and Lon- 
don) Harwich and Hartlepool are to be 
included and Dover and Newhaven to be. 
excluded from the list. 


Questions. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : In introduc- 
ing the Bill, I stated that it was proposed 
to deal, in the first instance, with the 
organised immigration traffic, 97 per cent. 
of which comes to eight ports extending 
from Leith to Southampton. The eight 
ports I had in my mind were, as may be 
seen by looking at the Board of Trade 
Returns, London, Grimsby, Hull, New- 
haven, Southampton, the Tyne, Leith, 
and Harwich; but power is reserved to 
strike out ports from this list or to add 
ports to it as may be found desirable. 


Mr. GIBSON{BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is Folkestone included. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: There are 
practically none of these immigrants 
coming via Folkestone. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby): Is Liverpool 
included? . 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS;: No Sir, but 
perhaps I may be allowed to deal with 
these matters in debate. 1 have said that 
some extra machinery may be required 
to deal with aliens who have been rejected. 
in America and may come back here. 


The Quadrant, Regent Street. 


MaJor EVANS GORDON: On behalf 
of the hon. Member for South Derbyshire, 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if plans have been prepared for the new 
buildings to be erected at the Regent 
Street Quadrant by the Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests ; and if the elevations. 
can be exhibited in the Tea Room. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror Caven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): Drawings for the 
new buildings about to be erected in the 
Regent Street Quadrant are in course of 
preparation, and there will be no objection 
to exhibit a copy of the Quadrant 
elevation as soon as the drawings are 
complete. 
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Royal Commission on Sewage Disposal. 
Mr. J. F. HOPE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury what has been 
the total cost to date of the Royal 
Commission on Sewage Disposal. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
total cost of the Royal Commission on 
Sewage Disposal up to the 3lst March 
last amounted to £35,262. 


Report of Royal Commission on Sewage 
isposal. 
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THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
| LORD or tae TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
| Batrour, Manchester, E.): I hope to 
| be able to take the next stage of this Bill 
| next week, 
| 
| The Scottish Ecclesiastical Difficulty. 
| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
|(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
| First Lord of the Treasury when the 
/measure required for the purpose of 
/meeting the ecclesiastical difficulty in 
‘Scotland will be introduced. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE: I beg to ask the | 


President of the Local Government Board | 


when the Royal Commission on Sewage 


Disposal is likely to issue its final Report. | 


THe SECRETARY to tae LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr, Grant 
Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): I am 
informed that the Commission hope to 
issue a Report this year dealing with the 
relative merits of different methods of 
sewage disposal and certain other ques- 
tions. I understand, however, that it 
cannot be stated at present when the 
final Report will be issued, 


Irish School Fees. 


Me. T. L, CORBETT (Down, N.): On| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not 
| very easy for me to answer the Question 
with precision, because we only had the 
|Report in our hands a few days before 
'the House separated for the holidays. 
| Although I have been in communication 
| by letter with my right hon. friend the 
| Lord-Advocate on the subject in the 
course of the holidays, it has been im- 
| possible for us to meet and we are not 
‘therefore in a position at this moment 
to lay on the Table our proposals to 
‘deal with this matter, which is one of 
/undoubted urgency, but the difficulty 
| of which is equally obvious. I hope to 
| be able to do so at avery early date. 


behalf of the hon. Member for North Bel- | 


fast, | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware | 


that the school fees charged and collected 
by the teachers in ordinary national 
schools in Treland are allocated among 
the teachers in each school where collected, 
whereas the fees collected in modelschools, 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: As I am on 
the subject of business may I state that 
I propose to go on with the Report of 
'the Budget Resolutions on Wednesday, 
and on Thursday Class I. of Supply, 





' Civil Services, not including the Irish 
| Votes, will be taken. On Monday I 
‘think we ought to take the vote of 
‘censure to be proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite. On Thursday week 
| Thope to take the Vote in Supply dealing 
with the Defence Committee. 


and which are purely local contributions, 
have to be remitted to the Treasury; and 
will he take steps to place the teachers 
in both classes of schools on the same 
footing. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.): 
The facts are substantially as stated. 
The suggestion in the latter part of the 
Question is under consideration. 


Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
| With regard to the notice of Motion 
which I gave touching the Administra- 
tion of Ireland I see no objection on my 
part to taking it next Monday, but there 
are others interested and I cannot speak 
for them. 


Scottish Education Bill. 

Mr. H. LAWSON (Tower Hamlets, 
Mile End): On behalf of the hon. ; 
Member for East Renfrewshire, I beg to| Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury |Is the right hon. Gentlemen satisfied 
when he proposes to proceed with the | that the right hon. Member for Dover 
Scottish Educatio. Bill. will be able to be present on Monday, 
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As he is the person most directly con- 
cerned he certainly ought to be present. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope s0, 
but if my right hon. friend’s health 
prevents I grant that there may be 
areason for postponing the vote of 
censure. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
Has the right hon. Gentleman yet fixed 
a date for the Second Reading of the 
Unemployed Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


The Telephone Agreement. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I desire to ask 
the Postmaster - General (or, in his 
absence, the Patronage Secretary to the 
Treasury) if there is any objection to 
adding two members to the Telephone 
Transfer Committee—one of the added 
members to be a Labour Member ? 


*THeE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ro rue TREASURY (Sir A. 
ACLAND-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton): I am sorry I cannot answer the 
Question. I have had no opportunity 
of conferring with my right hon. friend, 
but the matter may perhaps be arranged. 
I will inguire. 


NEW, BILL. 


POST, OFFICE (MONEY ORDERS) BILL. 
}‘ So extend certain provisions of the 
Post Office (Money Orders) Acts to the 
Money Orders transmitted to and from 
Foreign States and British Protectorates,” 
presented by Lord Stanley; supported 
by Mr. Victor Cavendish; to be read a 
second time to-morrow, and to, be 
printea. [Bil] 190.] 


ALIENS BILL. 
{SeconD READING.] 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


‘That the Bill,be new read a second 
time.” 


{COMMONS} 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucestershire, 

Forest of Dean) : Since the last occasion 
on which we discussed this Bill a new 
light has been thrown upoi its future, 
if we are to take the statement made in 
the country by a leading member of the 
Cabinet. This Secretary of State told 
his constituents that the Government 
could not dissolve yet because it was 
necessary for them first to pass this 
measure. If we might take it that 
a dissolution will take place as soon as 
the Government have succeeded in carry- 
ing this measure, then I think a great 
many Members on this side of the House 
would be inclined to facilitate rather 
than throw difficulties in its way. Un- 
doubtedly, to give the country an oppor- 
tunity to discuss both this Bill and 
its history and the whole policy of the 
Government is a matter so important 
that we should almost welcome an im- 
mediate dissolution, even if the Bill had 
to be passed as it stands. Personally, the 
opportunity which [ have had with some 
others who have looked into this question 
and studied the provsions of this Bill, 
makes me as determined for my part to 
divide the House against its Second 
Reading as I was in respect of the Bill 
of last vear. 


The case for this Bill is one which rests 
upon, no doubt unwilling, misrepresenta- 
tion—but such complete misrepresenta- 
tion of the facts and the figures which 
have been laid before us by the Govern- 
ment, that I shall have to ask the indul- 
gence of the House while I go into those 
facts and figures, and even into quotations 
from Government documents, a process 
which we all abhor. It is necessary to 
prove the case on figures, because the 
misrepresentation—innocent no doubt— 
which is going on is stupendous. It is 
undoubtedly the belief of many (entle- 
men opposite, and it is the belief of the 
Press that support this Bill, that there is 
an enormous immigration of aliens into 
this country for settlement here and that 
it has been increasing for years. [Sir 
HowarbD Vincent (Sheffield, Central): 
Hear, hear.] The hon. and_ gallant 
Member cheers that statement, but, 
as a matter of fact, I am_ prepared 
to show that there has been a 
falling off in the alien population of this 
country within the last two years, and I 
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will show that on 


Government facts 
alone. Of course, the Home Secretary is 
personally innocent in this matter. No 
one in this House would think that he 
would place before the House any figures 
upon which he did not himself rely. 
But he has been the means of misleading 
the Press and the constituencies, because 
he has supplied the House with figures 
given him by other Government Depart- 
ments. 
misled in 
before the House, and upon which he 
really based his case. The words he used 
were these. He said the matter 


“ become more acute,”’ and he pointed to 


the increasing immigration for settlement | 
He said there were | 
82,000 persons, not described as en route, | 


in this country. 


remaining, after seamen were deducted, 


of whom the greater proportion stayed | 


here for settlement. I take it that these 
are the 82,000 that are referred to in the 
Report issued to us vesterday. This 
figure cannot be gathered from the 
monthly Reports, so I suppose the right 
lon. Gentleman or his secretary must 
have asked the Board 


vear, 


THe SECRETARY or STATE 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT 
Akers-Doucias, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
They are from the monthly Returns. 


FOR 


*Str CHARLES DILKE: They cannot | 
be gathered from the monthly Returns. | 
What the right hon. Gentleman said was | 


that the number last year not so de- 


scribed—that is as being en route—was | 


82,000 after a deduction had been made 
for sailors, and he used the words— 


“The greater proportion of them come here 
to settle ” 


—of the 82,000, the House will 
observe. The Emigration and Immi- 
gration Report distributed to us 


yesterday makes a directly opposite 
statement ; it says that the majority are 
not immigrants in the sense of pro- 
spective settlers. It is curious that this 
same word is used in an important docu- 
ment contained in the Report of the 
Royal Commission, ‘The secretary of 


{2 May 1905} 


I shall show that he has been | 
the figures he has placed | 


is | 
“extremely pressing,” and that it has | 


of Trade what | 
vere the figures for last year corres- | 
ponding to the figures of the previous | 


(Mr. | 


Bill. 699 


|that Commission in what was called 
' Question 21,713 used the word “settled,” 
and used it as the Board cf Trade have 
used it in the Return issued yesterday, 
showing that these people do not come 
here to settle, and that they do not 
settle. From the 82,000, besides the 
deduction for sailors which the Home 
Secretary made, there are other deduc- 
tions which obviously have to be made. 
That is admitted by the Report. On 
direct inquiries made with respect to the 
| Port of London it was found that a 
large number of persons—-thousands [ 
may say—not returned as being en 
route were in fact en route. Of course there 
must also be deducted from the number 
who settled all those that are sent on 
again by the Jewish Board of Guardians 
and other charitable organisations. Of 
these there were many thousands who 
are described as “leaving the country 
| subsequently.” The Home Secretary, 
on the contrary, told the House that 
the greater proportion of the 82,000 had 
setiled in this country ; in other words, 
that over 41,000 had been added to the 
alien population of this country during the 
course of the year 1904, That, Timagine, 
is the Home Secretary’s statement. 
Last vear he made the case for the Bill 
| that there was a large and rapid increase 
/in alien immigration to this country. 
| What he said was that last year the 
immigration had increased very rapidly. 
|Had it? What was the judgment of the 
| Board of Trade stated in last year’s 
|Report? That Report stated that the 
real addition in 1903 was considerably 
less than in 1902. Not an increase but 
a diminution, and a diminution shown by 
them to be so great that it is impossible 
'to make out that a thousand persons on 
the balance remained in this country. 
In 1903 there was practically no addition 
at all in the alien population. That was 
the official information of the Board of 
| Trade. 





Now what is the alien population ? 
A portion of it must continually increase. 
Take, for instance, the motor industry, 
and look at the number of foreign 
chauffeurs. That industry has brought 
in an enormous number of new alien 
population. These men come in as third- 
class passengers by Newhaven, thouzh 
they go out again, having made their 
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fortunes, it is said, as first or second- 
class passengers. They are included 
in this alien immigration as third- 
class passengers. These figures were 
gone into most carefully before the 
Royal Commission. It was official 
evidence. Mr. Llewellyn Smith, on 
behalf of the Board of Trade, con- 
ducted this inquiry, and made this 
Return, and ke is responsible for the 
Return which came to us yesterday. 
Question 54, put to the representative of 
the Board of Trade as regarded aliens 
not described as en route, elicited the 
reply that the Board of Trade have taken 
steps to ascertain the actual facts with 
regard to London. The result of that 
statement having been throughly gone 
into, Mr. Hawkey was called before the 
Royal Commission. He was the examin- 
ing officer of Customs, but worked directly 
for the Board of Trade in these investi- 
gations. Mr. Hawkey told the Royal 
Commission in answer to Question 890 
that many “pay their fare to America 
in Russia” (he afterwards added Ger- 
many, ‘‘and do not receive through 
tickets.” 

Question 891— 

“What do they receive ?—Simply the address 
of an agent in London.” 

Question 892— 

“‘They have to land in London to go to the 
agent ?—Yes, to jget the through ticket to 
America...” 

‘*These people go by the Beaver Line from 
Liverpool unless they change _ their 
names and go by other lines.” 

Now this was the state of things be- 
fore last year, and I shall have to allude 
to the state of things last year which in- 
tensified what was described before the 
Royal Commission. Mr. Hawkey was 
recalled upon the point of this through 
traffic, and explained that a large 
number of persons whom the Home 
Secretary believed settled in this country 
were only en route. In answer to 
Question 1334 he made this statement— 


“‘IT am largely deceived as to destination.” 


Question 1335— 


‘‘Which way ?—If they are ‘going further— 
to America.” 


Question 1336— 


“Do they say they are going on ?—They 
say they are not going on.” 


Str Charles Dilke. 
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Question 1337— 

‘* When they are really going on ?—Yes, in 
large numbers they do that.” 

Question 1339— 

‘“‘What is the object?—The agents to 
whom they pay their fares to America enjoin on 
them that they are not to tell that they are 
going on to America.” 

The hon. and gallant Member for Stepney 
was present at the examination, and it was 
he who finally brought out the facts. 
In answer to him (No. 1431) Mr. Hawkey 
said— 

“The German companies have ships to 
America and these passengers might go by 
their ships. Therefore they object to their 
coming through. Arrangements were come to 
with the English companies not to book foreign 
passengers who had not resided six weeks in 
the United Kingdom.” 

So that the hon. Member rejoined— 

* That is what I wanted to get at.” 


It is indeed the crux of the whole 
question. The argument is enormously 


strengthened by what occurred in 1904. 


In answer to Questions 1437 and 1438, 
the witness said— 


“The Beaver Line are not in this agreement ? 
It takes passengers to America independently 


of their stay in the United Kingdom. No other 
company does that professedly.” 

To Question 1457 Mr. Hawkey 
replied— 


“Tf he books through from Germany to 
America the fare is more than if he books first 
from Germany to England, and then from 
England to America.” 

That is really the explanation of the 
whole thing. This statement was confirm- 
ed by the secretary to the Royal Com- 
mission in the document to which I have 
alluded. Is what the Home Secretary 
stated the other day or what the Board 
of Trade stated the true account? In 
Question 21,713 it was asked— 

‘* Are we to conclude that a largely increased 
number of immigrants from the German ports. 
do come to settle, or that we still retain a large 
proportion for the through traffic ?” 


The witness replied— 

‘*The latter. To retain this trade evasion is: 
necessary.” 

That trade is, of course, a very large 
trade in this country, and if this Bill is 
to be passed and to work, its effect will 
be to kill or greatly to hamper that 
through trade. 


I now turn to the special circum- 
stances cf 1904, which I say greatiy 
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strengthen the argument against the 
Home Secretary’s facts and figures. The 
House will find in the Emigration Re- 
turn circulated yesterday an allusion to 
the cheap fares in 1904 from England— 
not from Germany—to the United States 
chiefly from London but partly from 
Liverpool. In the Emigration Report 
these words are used— 

“the great lowering of passenger rates hy 
the Transatlantic steamship companies for 
several months in 1904 in pursuance of a rate 
war.” 


I have ascertained the actual facts 
with regard to this rate war, and they are 
facts which affect the whole of the figures 
of last year and which entirely change 
the case—and change it enormously—- 
against the views of the Home 
Secretary since our debates of last 
year. The rate war began in May of 
1904 and it was begun by four great 
emigrant companies—the Red Star, 
the Holland-America, the Hamburg - 
America and the Norddeutscher-Lloyd 
reducing their fares from London to New 
York to £2. The fare from Germany to 
New York remained at 120 marks average 
—an enormously higher rate. This was 
for the purpose of cutting out the Beaver 
Line, and it had the opposite effect. The 
result was that an enormous traffic grew 
up from Germany to England of 
emigrants who passed on at these cheap 
rates, All the other lines followed suit 
more or less—thev all reduced their fares 
greatly from London and Liverpool to 
the United States, and the rate war lasted 
in its full severity until September, and 
in the middle of September several of the 
lines raised their fares again, including 
three of the original lines ; some remained 
at the low fares, andthe White Star Line 
suddenly lowered their fares from England 
to America for several weeks to £2. All 
that time the rates to New York 
from Continental ports remained up at 
the old high figures, and the result 
Was an enormous increase of trans- 
migration of aliens who are not described 
as being enroute. Thos are the 
special facts as regards 1904. How in 
the face of these facts and the Govern- 
ment Report can the Home Secretary 
tell the House and the country that the 
problem has become more acute? Here 


{2 May 1905} Bull. GOL 


are the words of the Report of yesterday 
comparing 1904 with 1903— 

‘*The recorded balance inward from Europe 

. is only about 1,000 in excess of the re- 
corded net balance outwards of foreign emigrants 
from the United Kingdom to places out of 
Europe. In 1903 the corresponding excess was 
19,000. . . . The proportion borne by the inward 
to the outward stream has diminished.” 

That is the Government Report. Yes, 
but was there really an addition? Was 
there really an addition of 19,000 in the 
previous year to the population of the 
United Kingdom? Not at all. The 
Government’s calculation was that there 
was an additionof about 1,000 to the 
alien population of the United Kingdom 
in 1903, and therefore if we are 19,000 
better off this year on the balance than 
we were last year the result would be a 
diminution of the alien population by 
18,000 in the year 1904. What has 
happened in the last two years is that 
the alien population has decreased, but 
that the alien traffic has enormously 
increased. And the facts and figures 
from various alien exporting ports are 
eloquent upon that point. In the Emi- 
gration Report the House will find the 
special report of our Consul-General at 
Hamburg, who there says— 

‘* Of the total number ” (133,000) “of emigrants 
who embarked at Hamburg, 15,546 embarked 
for the United Kingdom as against 11,010 
persons in 1903.” 

That enormous increase is caused by the 
lowering of the fares, because it is not 
pretended that there was an increase, 
but a decrease on the total figures for 
the year, although the details are made 
up in this way by an increase of the 
through traffic. Ihave, I think, detained 
the House too long, but it was necessary 
to go into these figures to show by what a 
preposterous mistake—of course, on the 
part of the Home Secretary uninteutional 
—this false impression has been produced, 

What I shall have to say about the Bill 
on other points will be short this vear 
as compared with what I have said on 
the figures, because the figures are the 
main portion of the case—the special 
portion of the case—which is, compara- 
tively speaking, new; because our 
general arguments are, to some exten:, 
the same as those which were used las; 
year. But it must be remembered that 


in calculating the weight of testimon J 
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there is behind the official figures the {and that the children were proud to 
fact that the yearly figures of the Board | become English. I think that the whole 
ot Trade were exactly confirmed by the | history of the United States, where vou 
most careful Census when the Census| have seen the whole of the alien emi- 
came. ‘There is the fact that the | grants moulded into an essentially Eng- 
Registrar-General, in his Report on the | lish race, proves that the spirit is far 
Census, pointed out how accurate the | more important than the birth. 

Census had been in this particular | 
point, and that the Royal Commission, 
after going into this question and hear. | 
ing the evidence, confirmed the Registrar- 
General: so that you have the Board 
of Trade, the Census, the Registrar- 
General, and the Coxhmuission all agreed | meet myself upon four points in connec- 
upon the smallness of the figures. The | tion with Amendments which we did not 
Commission explained what they thought ‘reach last year, but which I had placed 
vo not a real increase from ‘58 to | upon the Paper. The most important 
‘69, on the ground that greater care was| i, one which interests the Mone. aad 
taken than on previous occasions, and | that is the subject of asylum for victims 


I come now very briefly to deal with a 
| pleasanter portion of my task—the points 
in which the Home Secretary has tried to 
meet some of the Amendments which 
some of us placed on the Paper last year, 
Personally, I admit that he has tried to 


then they added— | of political and religious persecution, and 
‘*The proportion of aliens in this country is I confess that the words of the Home 
comparatively small. Secretary, which do not touch religious 


persecution, appear to me illusory as far 
Well, now, by the detailed Census Re- | as political persecution is concerned. In 
turns which came out in November last | Clause 1 Sub-section 3 the words are— 
from the Ministry of Commerce, there are 
over one million aliens in France. It is 
often said that they are not workmen. But |, 
they are workmen — Belgian, Italian, | given to the unfortunate draitsman 
Swiss. and Spanish workmen. In the which led him to put in those words? 
department of the Nord alone there are | Take Russia. Russia is the country 
aS many ant workmen as there are | from which most of the people fly who 
alien people in the whole of the United | come here to avoid political and religious 
Kingdom. Now these facts are so/| persecution. hey do not fly from 
strong that our opponents, who really | * prosecutions, They would not be able 
understand the matter like the hon.) to prove that a charge has been made 
and gallant Member for Stepney, against them of an offence committed, 
get their figures by counting the but that is what they would have to 
children of aliens born in this country. | prove under these words, Then there is 
The hon. and gallant Member has often | nothing about the victims of relig ous 
said— | | persecution, and I shall propose to place 
/on the Paper again the words which I 
“It is true the total number is small, but | should have moved last vear in Com- 
then their children are virtually alien immigrants | eae 
‘hes: Seebien.” : | mittee, namely, ‘‘ by reason of the treat- 
;ment of the religious body to which he 
belongs.” The Home Secretary has als» 
accepted an Amendment of mine which 


‘To avoid prosecution for an offence.” 


What can have been the instructions 


but we must take direct issue with 
him. Evidence was given before the 
Commission by the school authorities and | was a useful one as far as it goes, but too 
others in the East End who are most! much importance must not be attached 
competent witnesses. The overwhelming | to it, It limits the countries of conviction 
weight of testimony is on the side of | to those with which we have an extradi- 
those who s say that these children are | tion treaty. There was a good deal oi 
completely English. The typical evi- argument upon it last year, and the Home 
dence was that of the master of Betts | Secretary refused to take that view, but 
Street School, who pointed out that the | it has this effect—we have no extradition 
English history of the Jewish children | treaty in Turkey and the result is that 
was infinitely better than the English | Young Turks and Armenians will in some 
history of the average English children, | cases receive protection which they would 
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not receive under the Bill of last year. | 
It hardly applies to any country except 
Turkey. We have extradition treaties 
with almost all the others. 


Then the Home Secretary has tried 
to meet the very powerful case made 


against his last year’s Bill by the 
Poliie Commissioners in regard to 
the cross-Channel traffic. He has 


tried to meet them by distinguishing 
between port and port. There will be 
difficulties of course. It may have the 
effect of looking at Newhaven as if a 
privilegium was being established for 
Dover. But I name the matter only 
because it involves the extraordinary de- 
finition in this Bill and the form in which 
the Bill has been drawn. ‘‘ Immigrants” 
are defined as being ‘‘alien steerage 
passengers.”  ‘Steerage” is defined as 
being other than ‘‘cabin” and so far 
there is nothing inconsistent with the 
Merchant Shipping Acts, but when we 
come to “cabin” passengers there is no 
definition, They are not to be the 
passengers”” of the Merchant 
Shipping Acts, but they are to be defined 
from time to time by order of the Secre- 
tary of State. It rather suggests, there- 
fore, that the Secretary of State will 
establish some new definition of his own, 
wholly different from that of the 
Merchant Shipping Acts now known to 
the law. ‘That matter arises at once and 
afiects all this question of the ports. 


“cab 


The only other point of detail which is 
worth naming is one that has been sub- 
ject to a good deal of remark outside the 
House. The whole of the words with 
regard to infectious disease which were in 
the Bill last year, and upon which the 
Home Secretary spoke, both on the 
introduction and on the Second Read- 
ing, have disappeared from the Bill, 
There was almost criminal negligence 
displaved in the instructions for drafting 
the Billlast year. The Bill was so drawn 
that there was absolute conflict between it 
and the Act of 1896 and the Order of the 
Local Goverment Board signed “ Henry 
Chaplin” in November of that year. If 
the Bill of last year had passed as intro- 
duced, the medical officer of health would 
have yone on board a ship partly 
tepresenting the Local Government 
Board and partly representing the Home 
Office, The Home Secretary said the 
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intention was to keep out persons suffer- 
ing from infectious disease, but under 
the present Bill the only person who must 
land under any circumstances will be the 
alien suffering from infectious disease. 
He cannot be kept out. He will land 
under the Public Health Act of 1896 
under the Order signed “‘ Henry Chaplin” 
whether vou like it or not. 

The case for the Bill in the minds of 
those who support the Bill on the other 
side of the House is mainly the economic. 


We know that the Govermnent are 
not anti-Semitic and do not desire to 
encourage that feeling, but I have 


letters from outside this House on anti- 
Semitic grounds. [MINISTERIAL cries of 
“No, No!’ 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): Can the right hon. Gentleman 
quote any letters to prove that ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I will not 
quote private letters but can quote the 
public Press, 


HOWARD VINCENT: 
Where are they? 


What 


SIR 
papers ? 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Many papers, 
We read them—[MINISTERIAL cries ot 
‘Quote ”’]—and in them the object is 
stated to be to protect the British 
working man against the competition of 
the Polish Jew, who, they say, is coming 
to this country in increasing numbers in 
order to avoid conscription in the Russo- 
Japanese War. It has been said that 
this Billis the first of a series of measures 
which we shall have to pass to protect 
the Briton against alien competition. 
But I doubt whether the Bill, if passed, 
would have any effect in that direction. 
The critical words in the Bill are these— 


‘*Ts in a position to obtain the means of 
decently supporting himself.” 


What will this be held to mean ? 
Will it shut out competition with the 
British working man? Do the Govern- 
ment intend that it shall? Is that their 
meaning? Supposing a Russian Jew 
arriving at the Port of London is met 
by his brother, say a tailor in Stepney, 
and that the brother tells the examining 
officer, ‘‘ 1 am working for Mr. So-and-So, 
and I shall be able to get him a job 
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there.” Will that be the position to 
obtain the means to support himself? I 
think it will. Ifso, where will exclusion 
come in? The trades most concerned 
agree that sweating should be dealt with 
by measures such as have been at work in 
New Zealand and several of the United 
States. These measures were proposed by 
us in 1895 and again in 1901, and we 
believe they would be effective in pre- 
venting sweating competition. It was 
the opinion of the Lords Committee on 
Sweating that it was not due to the 
alien, and surely in the face of the fact 
that the Commission reported that the 
evil had decreased since the Lords Report 
it cannot be contended that a case is 
made out for this Bill as a means of 
dealing with sweating. 

The other point to which I wish to draw 
attention is the exclusion of victims of 
political and religious persecution. Of 
course we have Russiain our minds. The 
Bill does not touch these victims. 
There are the religious refugees who are 
hounded from Russia by fear of mob 
violence, and there are the political 
refugees—those who are no* prosecuted 
but arrested by Administration Order. 
They are carried through the streets of 
Petersburg or Moscow in cabs surrounded 
by sotnias of Cossacks—editors of news- 
papers and men of weight and authority 
who disappear clean into space as if they 
had never existed and are never heard 
of again. Some are consigned to the 
fortress of St. Peter and St. Paul, or to 
the worse terrors of Schlusselburg. In 
St. Peter and St. Paul they are liable to 
arrest under Administration Order. The 
terror is not diminishing but rather in- 
creasing. There is no person of the 
professional class in Russia who does not 
stand in danger of immediate arrest 
merely on suspicion. If they get 
warning, they fly from the country 
stripped of all their possessions, and 
perhaps come here to find asylum 
at our hands. I say that asylum in the 
past has been of benefit to this country, 
and I believe we derive benefit from it 
still. In the face of a case so miserable 
and so trivial, and in vicw of the fact 
that the evil is declining rather than 
increasing I say the Bill ought to be 
rejected by this House, and I shall 
certainly divide the House on the points 
named in my Amendment. 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


{COMMONS} 








Bill. 700 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) : I was one of those who last year 
supported the right hon. Gentleman who 
has just spoken in his opposition to the 
Bill. As far as I can see there is no 
material difference between the Bill of 
last year and this one. There may be 
differences of detail, but there remains 
the poverty test which was our real 
objection to last year’s Bill, that which 
we think is in no way an indication 
whether or not a man coming into the 
country would be a good citizen. (On 
that ground it is for us to oppose this 
Bill as vigorously as weean. A campaign 
of misrepresentation has been going on 
in the country, joined in by even so 
eminent a person as the right hon. Mem- 
ber for West Birmingham. It is alleged 
that those who oppose the Bill are un- 
willing to exclude diseased and criminal 
aliens now coming to this country, 
The events of last year are directly 
contrary to that. In this House the 
right hon. Member for East Fife 
distinctly stated that so far as he was 
concerned, and he was supported by the 
whole of the Opposition, he was ready to 
entertain the proposition for the exclusion 
of the criminal alien in any practical way, 
and the same policy was shown perfectly 
clearly by the action of the Opposition in 
the Committee upstairs where all the 
Members of the opposition to the Bill 
except one—the Member for Bolton— 
declared they would be ready to pass any 
legislation which would have the practical 
effect of excluding criminal or diseased 
aliens from this country. After the Bill 
had been deserted by the Government 
upstairs, the hon. and gallant Member 
for Central Sheffield brought in a small 
Bill to exclude the criminal aliens from 
this country. The Member for Dewsbury 
and myself put our names at his request 
at the back of the Bill. It was brought 
in and it never had a single voice in 
opposition to it from this side of the 
House, but it was regularly blocked by 
Members on the other side of the House, 
in spite of all appeals. Therefore, if 
there are burglaries committed by foreign 
burglars from New York and Paris in the 
West End of London the responsibility 
lies with hon. Gentlemen opposite. Of 
course on this side of the House we 
perfectly understand the tactics repre 
sented by the opposition to that Bill. 
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We are ready to make allowance for 
Members making use of this Bill as a 
Party measure. We are nearing the 
election. and hon. Members opposite feel 
it is a very popular measure to go with to 
the country. But that depends upon tie 
standard of the Government’s popularity. 
Tt is perfectly true that the Bill does 
not arouse any furious resentment in 
the minds of any part of the electorate. 
It does not lose votes right and left like 
the Edueation Act, or Chinese Labour. 
Taken by the standard of an ordin- 
ary Government this Bill would be 
harmless, and not an unpopular Bill. 
Taken by the standard of this Govern- 
ment it is a frantically popular Bill. That 
it is not very popular may be seen by the 
fact that in the East of London, where 
if in any part of the country the Bill 
might be expected to be popular, the hon. 
Member for the Tower Hamlets (Mile End) 
only managed to get into the House by 
frantic and desperate efforts and with 
a drop of a thousand in the Conserva- 
tive majority. 


Mr. H. LAWSON (Tower Hamlets, 
Mile End): May f interrupt the hon. 
Member? My opponent at the last 
moment declared his opinions were the 
same as mine. 


Me. SLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): May I point out that Mr. 
Strauss signed the memorial to the Leader 
of the Opposition in favour of this Bill. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: It is at any rate 
clear that the Party from which alone 
opposition to this Bill might be expected 
is not so deperately unpopular in the East 
of London. We, on this side, may very 
well adopt this attitude, that until some- 
thing like proof is brought from the other 
side that there is any enormous immigra- 
tion of aliens we are justified 'n taking 
the decision of the Report of the Immi- 
gration Commission that the best figures 
to be arrived at are those by deduction 
irom the Census Returns which show that 
the increase of population due to alien 
immigration is something like 7,000 a 
year. Until hon. Members opposite can 
produce more accurate figures from official 
sources | shall argue on the assumption 
that the increase of population from 
foreign immigration is not greater than 
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10,000 aliens per ycar. Now, the 
question is not merely how many aliens 
are coming into the country, but how 
many aliens would be debarred if 
an Act of this sort were brought into 
operation. We have the example of the 
United States of America. In the last 
three years in the United States of 
America the rate of exclusion of immi- 
grants was as follows. In 1902 one alien 
was excluded out of every 110 who came 
to America, In 1903 one was excluded 
out of every ninety-eight, and in 190+ 
one out of every 101. That is to say, in 
recent years in America about one in 
100 have been excluded of those who 
came to American shores. Of course 
I know it will be said that a fairly large 
number of aliens are deterred from cross- 
ing the Atlantic and attempting to enter. 
That, of course, has to be taken into con- 
sideration, and, I take it the House will 
think it reasonable if we multiply the 
number by four for the purpose of what 
would occur in this country. That would 
be assuming that three people would be 
deterred from coming for every one who 
came over here and was excluded. 
Taking that calculation, assuming that 
there are four times as many aliens ex- 
cluded per 100 as there are excluded 
in America, there will be 400 aliens ex- 
cluded in England out of 10,000 that 
come here. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: Why four ? 


Mr. TREVELYAN: Tam taking what 
I consider to be the outside figure, 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: Why not fifty?? 


Mr. TREVELYAN: I make what I 
consider an outside estimate. I say it is 
reasonable to assume that rather more 
aliens will be deterred by the fear of 
some of them that they will be excluded 
if they come over, and I say that taking 
four times as many as are excluded in 
the United States will be a quite reason- 
able calculation on our part. At that 
rate we should have excluded something 
like 400 out of 10,000 who come to our 
shores. I ask what will be the economic 
effect of excluding a ship-load of 400, or 
even 809, or even 1,000 if you like, from 
the labour market of England? Of 
course, as long as the British public is 
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under the idea that there is an immense 
immigration of 100,000 aliens yearly, 
and that this Bill is going to stop 
about 30,000 of them, this is a large 
question, but the electoral card castle 
will fall to the ground when it is 
known that it is only a question of a 
few hundreds who can be stopped under 
this Bill under the best expectations, 


The truth is if it were only an economic 
question we on this side of the House 
should regard it as almost too insignifi- 
cant a matter to oppose, although we 
think it useless protection, but there 
are two serious results which we foresee 
from this legislation. The first is that 
it diverts the attention of the public 
from more serious remedies for the deep- 
seated and terrible evils of overcrowding 
and sweating in our country. Over- 
crowding and sweating are national 
institutions which the aliens find when 
they come here. They want to be 
sweated and overcrowded as little as the 
native-born, but at first landing they 
are naturally more liable to suffer from 
the conditions of the towns in which 
they find themselves. Their overcrowd- 
ing and sweating is only a part of a 
system from which our _ population 
suffers immensely more than the few 
aliens who come over here. This Bill is 
practicaliy the only way in which the 
Government has tried to meet the great 
questions of sweating and overcrowding. 
lt is important that they should try, but 
I venture to think they would have won 
more sympathy from the great mass of 
social reformers if they had attempted 
to come to some understanding upon 
the extension of the Factory Acts, or 
upon some measures such as my right 
hon. friend the Member for the Forest 
of Dean was speaking about, that have 
heen adopted in other countries to deal 
with the great evils of sweating, and I 
must say I think it an evil that a small 
Bill of this kind should be introduced 
and should turn the eyes of the public 
from the direction of dealing with the fun- 
damental evils from which the unsatis!ac- 
tory condition of our great towns comes. 
But although this Bill can have no very 
great economic effect, what we fear on 
this side of the House is that it will have 
cruel results for some hundreds of un- 
fortunate people who are at this time 


Mr, Trevelyan, 
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flying from persecution in the East of 
Europe. The Government has, it is true, 
attempted to deal with the question of 
asylum by inserting words which were not 
in the Bill of last year that— 

“Tn the case of an immigrant who proves 
that he is seeking admission to this country 
solely to avoid prosecution for an offence of a 
political character, leave to land should not be 
refused on the ground merely of want of 
means, or the probability of his becoming a 
charge on the rates.” 


The insertion of these words in the 
fist clause is supposed to guard 
against the exclusion of the political 
refugee, but, as my right hon. friend has 
pointed out, in the first place this does 
not touch the question of religious perse- 
cution. I want, however, to ask the 
House under what circumstances does 
the political or the religious refugee come 
to this country? He praciically never 
comes having actually been accused of 
any political crime. He very rarely 
comes having escaped from a Bastille or 
the Siberian Mines. He has to fly before- 
hand, and the great mass of those coming 
to these shores are not flving even from 
the expectation of any immediate evil to 
themselves, but from the general system 
of bad government which exists year in 
and year out in the East of Europe. 


Now at this moment there is a great and 
general sympathy with the oppressed 
and misgoverned Russian people. For 
very many years we have been hearing 
in this country stories of the persecution 
of the Jewish people in Poland and in 
Russia. We have read many a state- 
ment of the evils of that government 
which the hon. Member for Stepney has 
so well inserted in his Reports to the 
Immigration Commission. We know 
that in Russia now and for many years 
there has been practically licensed mob 
violence against the Jewish population 
which may break out anywhere and at 
any time, which is not in any way Te- 
stricted by the police, but in many cases 
is obviously sanctioned and encouraged 
by them, and a great part of the popula- 
tion which is now flying to our shores 
are people who have been robbed and 
ruined and chased away from thelr 
country, and who, in many cases, naturally 
come here absolutely penniless, who will 
not in any sense be defended by this 
clause, whose want of money is due to 
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the very persecution they are fly.ngfrom, 
and who will very likely be excluded by 
the Bill we are now discussing. But 
within the last six months there has been 
anew development. There has been an 
increase of emigration from Poland and 
Russia, mostly passing throvgh this 
country, though some of it may be staying. 
What is the reason of it? Itis perfectly 
well known to those who have studied 
these questions, it is because of the war 
in Manchuria and the calling up of the 
Reservists in Russia. Now there is one 
very special reason why the Jewish 
population is flying from the conscription 
in Russia. The family of the ordinary 
Russian soldier in case of his death gets 
a pension of forty roubles, but a Jew’s 
family gets nothing, and I think every- 
one in this House. will agree it is very 
natural that the Jewish population should 
be flying from being called up as 
Reservists when they know 


in the event of death in Manchuria 


absolute destitution faces their families. | 


But the greater part are native Russians, 
not Jews, who are fleeing to this 
country or through this country. 
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This | 


Bill, 


to the Aliens Bill that sufficient regard is had in 
the proposed measure to the retention of the 
principle of asylum for the victims of persecu- 
tion.’ "—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*Masorn EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I have listened to 
the two speeches which have just been 
delivered with considerable interest. I 
shall endeavour, in the course of my 
remarks, to answer the various points 
raised by the mover and seconder of the 
Amendment. The hon. Member for th: 
Forest of Dean seems to suppose that the 
whole increase of alien immigration to 
this country consists of motor-car drivers, 
a statement which will be received with 
some surprise and considerable amuse- 
ment in the Kast End of London and 
| other districts. 





*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I certainly 
| said there had been a decrease of aliens 
in this country in the last two years. 


war that is going on in Manchuria is uni- | 


varsally detested by the Russian people. 
Tn many parts of Russia the barracks 
are tull of Reservists whom the Govern- 
ment dare not arm because they are so 
discontented that the Government does 
not know what they would do if they 
were armed. It is no wonder that at 
this moment the people are fleeing from 
conscription, and in fleeing from con- 
scription, What have they to do? They 
have to make their way across the country 
by bribing Russian officials or by paying 
guides, and most of them, by the time 
they get to the ports, have spent every 
penny they have got in the world. It is 
these men you will be either excluding 
from this country or making it more 
difficult for them to get to America, and 
it is odious to think that at this moment 
the British people should in any sense 
make it more difficult even for a few 
hundreds of men to escape from the 
tyranny which we all deprecate. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words after the word 
‘That,’ and add the words ‘this House, 
holding that the evils of low-priced alien labour 
ean best be met by legislation to prevent 
sweating, desires to assure itself before assenting 


*MaJor EVANS GORDON: 
|to deal successfully with that conten- 
tion later on, when I refer to the 
figures. But, in the first place, I should 
| like to point out to the House that hon. 
|Members opposite, and the newspapers 
| which represent their views, have been 
|free in their accusations of insincerity 
| against the Government and the occu- 
| pants of these benches. We have been 
| told that the Aliens Bill is the outcome 
| of aspurious local agitation got up by un- 
scrupulous politicians for electioneering 
purposes—I do not know, indeed, but 
that Iam numbered among them—and 
that the Bill of Jast year was merely 
‘‘window-dressing ” for the purpose of 
deceiving the public. Regarding the 
charge of electioneering, I should like 
to remind hon. Gentlemen opposite 
that in making it they are not only de- 
faming us, but, at the same time, blacken- 
ing the character of their own supporters. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite say we are on 
the eve of an election. We have had 
remarkable testimony of the fact in the 
East End of London, Every Radical 
candidate, and two hon. Members of 


I hope 
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stituencies—the very districts affected— ] in the interest of the aliens them- 
have taken the very unusual course of | selves and of our own population, to 


sending a petition to the Leaders of | 
their Party in this House, asking them | 


not to oppose the Second Reading of | 


this Pill. I have been interested to 
hear from the speakers who have just 


regulate and controlit. Are we to sit still 
and do nothing, and without reference to 
our own great social problems and 


industrial conditions to receive everybody 


' who chocses to come, without limitation 


sat down that they do not intend to listen | 


to that pathetic appeal. They are to 
divide the House against the Bill. 


With regard to the charge of “‘ win- 
dow- dressing,” { think the Bill intro- 
duced by the Government provides a 
complete and irrefutable answer. Have 
hon. 
sidered what the problem confronting 
the country is? I would remind the 
House that year by year some 1,500,000 
of human beings of every age, sex, and 
religion, the healthy and hopeful, the 
diseased and hopeless, good, 
and indifferent, are on the move from 
the South and East of Furope pressing 
towards the West. The expulsive 
forces which cause this great move- 


ment are in the main mis-govern- 
ment and oppression. But other in- 
fluences are at work. The enormous 


number of these people who have gone 
before make a drawing force to the 
people who are left behind, and this 
great travelling mass of humanity has 
produced among the shipping companies, 
and people connected with railways and 
other transport, a fierce competition. 
Every single person who can be induced 
to travel is another ticket sold. All 
these forces add naturally to the number 
of people who are on the move. This 
immigration is not by any means wholly 
Jewish. The Jewish emigrants do form 
a very large part of the whole, and in 
their case it may be said to take the form 
almost of a national migration. There 
are 5,500,000 Jews in the Russian Em- 
pire, but we cannot consider all these 
people to be possible emigrants, though a 
large number of them must be considered 
in that light, unless affairs in Eastern 
Europe undergo a profound modification. 
As things are, it 1s the poorest and the 
least fit of these people who move, and it 
is the residuum of these again who come 
to, or are lefé in this country. 

Having 
this movement, the problem 
is what steps we should take, 


Major Evans Gordon. 


| ness 5 


Gentlemen opposite really con-| 


bad, | 


realised the magnitude of 
for us. 
both | 


as to number and without stipulation 
as to character, health, or industrial fit- 
or are we to attach reasonable con- 
ditions tothe hospitality we offer and set 
up reasonable safeguards against this 
country being used, as it is now being 
used, a8 the refuse heap of the whole of 
Europe. Hon. Members opposite have 
no hesitation whatever in leaving things 
exactly as they are. On _ the other 
hand, on these benches we are unani- 
mous in believing that legislation is 
urgently required. The Party opposite 
attach great importance to the most- 
favoured-nation clause in matters of 
commerce, but in this matter of immigra- 
tion they seem to desire that we should 
reiain in the position of the least 
favoured of all the nations of the world. 


The Western tendency carries enor- 
mous numbers to America, but the 
American law, stringent to-day, is grow- 
ing more and more stringent, and every 
indication points inthe direction of the 
law being made still more strict and being 
still more rigorously enforced. As other 
channels become narrower, so the flow of 
immigration here must inevitably increase 
down the only channel which remains 
open. We have aremarkable j roof of this 
already, for while the number of aliens 
arriving in the United States is falling off, 
the number arriving in this country is 
steadily increasing. [Opposition cries of 
“No, no!’ and “Oh!”] We have often 
been told that the American law on this 
subject is a failure, and is inefficient, and 
the number of persons rejected in America 
is cited as a proof of that assertion. 
But the effect of the American !aw 
cannot be measured by the number of 
persons who come within actual reach 
of that law. As a matter of fact rejec- 
tions in the United States are steadily 
increasing, and last ycar they amoun‘ed 
to 18,691 persons. Put io gauge the 
effect we must not lock to the port s of 
arrival but to the ports of origin and 
embarkation, The American law does 
not operate only at the point where it is 
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enforced, but also in countries far remote 
from the United States where the 
American Government has no jurisdic- 


tion whatsoever. The numbers depor.ed | 
absurd. It 


from American ports, though numbered 
by thousands, are insignificant compared 
with the vast number of those to 
whom passages are refused by the 
shipping companies because they are 
unable to reach the standard of in- 
dustrial efficiency and health — set 
up by the American Government. 
in 1901 the Industrial Commission re- 
ported that owing to the increased | 
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stringency of the American law in regard | 


to contract 
refused in the course of a single year, | 
and in Naples 10,000 passages were 
similarly refused in the course of twelve 
months, 


would be England. 


I cannot establish this point better 
than by quoting a very brief extract 
from the Report of the Select Com- 
mittee of 1899. They found that— 

“The better class of emigrants only 
in transit to other countries (chiefly America), 
but the poorest class remains here.” 

The Committee went on to say that 
the distribution of these poor aliens both 
as regards localities and trades is such 
tha: the pressure occasioned is out of all 
proportion to their numbers. 
let us take the port of Grimsby, 
which is principally concerned in the 
transmigration trafflic—people going to 
America, and so forth. These people are 
allowed to land without any medical 
examination worthy of the name. No 
sooner do they arrive at Liverpool than 
they are subjected to a close medical 


examination by the officers of our own | 
what result ? | 


Board of Trade. With 
With the remarkable result that the very 
people who have been allowed to land 


freely in Grimsby are refused permission | 


to leave this country again because they 
are physically unfit to proceed to other 
countries. 


Mr, RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) : Wha: 
proportion ? 
*Masyor EVANS GORDON: I can get 


the figures from the Return, but I canstate | 


Unless some such legislation as | 
was now being proposed were adopted, the | 
only country open to this class of aliens | 
| Seventy-two had heen across to the States 


labour 50,000 passages were | 


| ho 


| dumped down in London. 


|—broke down solely 


Bill, 710 


that it isconsiderable. But whether it is 
one or 500 is immaterial. The question 
is one of principle, and I consider the 
present condition of things utterly 
actually appears that we 
take steps to keep in this country what 
nd other country is willing to receive. 
But this is not all. Not only does the 
residuum remain in this country in that 

way, but we are compelled also to re- 
ceive people who have made the attempt 
to go to other countries, but who have 
been refused admittance in America and 
elsewhere. Hardly a day passes without 
| people of this character arriving. | 
have been going closely into the matter 
/on the steamers lately myself, I find 
| that in the year ending 31st March last 
fewer than 303 such persons, who 
voluntarily admitted that they were 
either rejected in America or other coun- 
tries abroad, arrived in the river Thames. 


and had been shipped back here and 
I understand 
that the number rejected by America 
who come to Liverpool is more serious 


__ | still. Recently 700 people of this character 
arrive | * 


arrived in Liverpool, and a great number 


/of them are to be found in workhous?2s 
| there to-day. 
| they are, are a mere indication of the 


These figures, important as 


position this country occupies in regard 
to having to receive persons unfit for 


aes reception in other parts of the world. 
Now 


The laws of America and our Colonies 
are perfectly well known, and the con- 
sequence is that numbers of people 


| know that it is impossible te apply tor 


to the shipping companies 
because they would not be allowed to 
go further. The result is that they do 
not attempt to go, but come to this 
country instead. 


passages 


The right hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for Forest of Dean in his speech 


on the introduction of this Bill, 
and I think again to-day, made a 


| statement to which I should like briefly 
| to refer. 


He said that the Bill last year 
—and he was very vehement on the point 
on the police evi- 
dence which was given before the Royal 
Commission. Well I think that state- 
ment will surprise hon. Members who 
were colleagues of mine on the Grand 
Committee as much as it surprised me. 
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I believe that the moment it is 


bers opposite had made up their minds | made known that people suffering from 
to destroy the Bill, and because the pro- | disease will not be admitted, they will no 


cedure laid down for Grand Committees 
enable them to carry out their purpose. 
The obstruction in that Committee was 
gross, open, and palpable. The hon. 
Member for Oldham, who glories in 
strange ambitions, has openly boasted of 
his share in the performance. The police 
evidence alluced to by the right hon. 
Baronet referred to the detection of 
criminals at the port of landing. 
Henry and Sir E. Bradford pointed out, 


quite rightly, the difficulties in the way. | 


Against these views we may set those of 


Sir Robert Anderson, who in a recent | 


letter to The Times expressed an entirely 
different opinion. I hope I have said 
enough to show that the Bill was not 
wrecked upon this point. 


Now let me turn to another view 
of this question which is before the 
House, that is the introduction of 
disease conveyed by undesirable aliens. 
Some people believe that not enough 
disease is imported by aliens to make 
a medica! examination worth while, I 
will only say that smallpox and scarlet 
fever have unquestionably been intro- 
duced by aliens within the past few 
months, and that trachoma, a contagious 





Mr. | 


longer be brought, and as we in this 
House have the power to stop 80 grave a 
scandal it is folly to allow it to continue. 


But, the gravamen of the right hon, 
Baronet’s object’on to this Bill rests upon 
other grounds. As I understand these 
objections they are, firstly, that the Bill 
interferes with the right of asylum with- 
out any proof being given of the necessity 


'of any such step; and, secondly, that 


| 
| 


there is no increase of alien population 
in this country, or at least that the alien 
population here is trifling compared with 
that of every other country in the 
world. Now, what is this so-called right 
of asylum? As far as [ understand it, 
it amounts to this, that this country 
has consistently refused to surrender 
persons who, having committed a _politi- 


|cal and non-extraditable offence abroad, 


disease, which is the third principal cause | 
of total loss of sight and favus,a disgusting | 


and contagious disease of the skin, have 
been, and are Leing, introduced by these 
aliens ona large scale. It is a'so pro- 
bable that the disease known as miner’s 
worm, Which has proved a calamity to 


/have sought a refuge here. 


The Bill 
will in no way interfere with this long- 
established and time-honoured practice. 
The right hon, Gentleman cites instances 
of individuals who have come here from 
time to time under these circumstances, 
and assumes, quite erroneously, that they 
would be excluded under this Bill. 
What ground has he for that a:sump- 
tion? Suppose this Act were now in 
force and that Maxime Gorky or Father 


|Gapon were to arrive on these shores 


eur mining population, was originally | 


brouglit into this country by foreign 
immigrants. La:t vear out of 121,870 
would-be emigrants to America 6,000 
were rejected at the Control Stations on 
the (ierman frontier as diseased, 
2,000 more on the quays by two German 


shipping companies. What was there then, | 


what is there to-day, to prevent these 
people from coming to 
Absolutely nothing. 


would they be excluded? Certainly 
not. But the right of asylum may be 
interpreted in a far wider sense, It may 
be said that we are bound by some 
unwritten law to admit any one who 
states that he is persecuted in his own 
country. If that contention be accepted, 


'then, of course, there is an end to any 


| 
| 


and | 


restrictive legis!ation. But I would ask 
the House of Commons, and I would ask 


‘the country, to pause long and consider 


come is, I think, shown by such docu- | 


ments as the recent Report of the Polish 
Emigration Society in London, which 
showed that out of 256 immigrants whom 
they helped in January, February, and 
March last, 156 were found to be 
suffering from serious diseases of the 
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| and dangerous generalisation. 
England ? | 
That numbers do | 


well before assenting to any such wide 
It opens 
up very alarming possibilities, It means 
that we are to admit here, as of right, 
any and every one who is discon‘ented, 
or says he is, with the government in his 
own country. What is there to prevent an 
immigration en masse from Turkey, of 
from Servia, or from Macedonia ? 
Personally, I can see no sense in saying 
that we must admit people, otherwise 
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undesirable, merely because the politi- 
cal conditions under which they have 


been living are unsatisfactory to them. | 


Surely we cannot solve the political 
problems of every country in Europe by 
admitting their discontented and super- 
fluous population into this overcrowded 
island, 

I will go further, and I will say 
that, when we consider the social and 
industrial position of our own poor 
working classes, we, who are uninjured 
ourselves, have not the right to cast such 
burdens upon those who are __ less 
fortunately situated and least able to 
help themselves. Hon. Members 
opposite luxuriate in fine and heroic 
sentiment so long as itis at the expense 
of other people. They dispense a gener- 
ous hospitality with other people’s money. 
‘*‘\s many paupers as choos? to come,” 
says the hon. Member for Elland, ‘ we 
will fight to the death to admit them.” 
He might aid ‘‘ especially as we have not 
to bear the burden.’ No, it is others whe 
bear the cost and burden of this mis- 
placed generosity. Hon. Members 
opposite do not live in daily terror of 
being turned into the street to make 
room for an unsavoury Pole, their rent 
is not raised by 50 per cent. or 100 
per cent. in a week, their wages are not 
eut down, their employment is not taken 
from them. They do not see opening 
alter opening which formerly offered 
some chance of employment closed and 
filled by cheap imported labour; they do 
not see the business on which they and 
their parents have lived dwindle and fall 
into bankruptcy. The Blue-books say 
that there are no aliens. The bitter cry 
of the poor people is invented by un- 
serupulous politicians and has no ex- 
istence in fact. The clergy of all 
denominations who live among the 
people do not know the conditions and 
the facts. If there should be any 
grievance it is local and trifling. Ignore 
it, hide it awayg drown the outery by 
beating the sentimental drum with the 
right of asylum for one stick and the 
traditional policy of England for the 
other. To me it is a monstrous thing 


that, while we are at our wits’ end to} 


find work and house-room for our own 


people, we should at the same time be. 


admitting ship-load after ship-load of 
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| unskilled labour from abroad, people 
| who must and do add to the: congestion 
of districts and mark2ts already over- 
_congested. The unskilled Jabour market 
is so overcrowded that even last summer 
a great London Liberal newspaper re- 
corded the remarkable fact that for a 
single unskilled labourer’s berth there 
were literally 1,000 applicants. In spite 
of this fact, and in spite of the fact that 
the unemployed problem is still unsolved, 
can hon. Members opposite look with 
equanimity upon a state of things by 
which unskilled labour is being imported 
by fourteen steamers a week into the 
port of London alone. 


This brings me to the question of 


numbers, upon which the right 
hon. Baronet holds such curiously 


inaccurate opinions. The right hon. 
Gentleman in supporting his argument 
as to the figures, said that the 
Roval Commission unanimously adopted 


the Board of Trade Returns. That 
statement, coming from one whose 


industry and accuracy we all admire, is 
the more remarkable. What are the 
facts? The Royal Commission went verv 
exhaustively into this question, and as 
the matter is of great importance I must 
trouble the House by quoting our unani- 
mous finding on the point. Referring to 
the Board of Trade statistics of immigra- 
tion and emigration from which the right 
hon. Baronet quoted, we said— 

“It seems to be established that the Returns 
made under 6th William 4th do not afford any 
accurate information as to the number of alien 
immigrants arriving in thiscountry. It follows 
that we have no accurate guide as to the num- 
ber of alien immigrants in this country, and 
that the nearest approach to such information 
is to be found in the Census Return.” 





Let the House mark the words “ nearest 
approach.” We went on to say, with re- 
gard to the Census, that the Census itself 
was by no means accurate, and the 
Registrar-General himself admitted that 


tact. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: He said that 


it was prepared with exceeding care. 


*Masor EVANS GORDON: Lhave the 
quotation here. The Registrar-General 
said that he could not claim for the 
Census Return complete accuracy. How, 
inthe face of that statement, can the 
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right ho», Baronet say that the Royal 
Commission accepted and adopted the 
Immigration Returns of the Board of 
Trade I am absolutely at a loss to under- 
stand. The direct contrary is the fact. 
I was instrumental in drawing up this 
account to a great extent. My feeling 
was that we were condemning these 

Returns as being valueless for the purpose 
of estimating the number of alien immi- 
grants to this country. Tha°* is the point 
we wished to make, and if our language 
does not make it clear I do not know 
what language we could employ. But 
not only that; Mr. Llewellyn Smith, 
who 1s the author of the Return, was con- 
strained to make the statement that 
the Act under which the figures were 
collected was not a statistical Act, and 
that, therefore, the Board of Trade has 
tocontent itself by making such bricks as 
it can with such straw as it has got. 
In view of that statement I wish 
to make it quite clear that we 
accept none of the inferences, for 
they are nothing more, as to the 
net annual increase of the alien 
population. These statistics rest on 
hypothesis, not on actual collected 
and compared da‘a. They are haphazard 
and based on supposition. Nevertheless, 
these figures were announced by the right 
hon. Baronet as if they were incontro- 
vertible and absolutely accurate. The 
right hon. Baronet did not, however, quote 
what Mr. Llewellyn Smith says in 
this very Return. As to the proportion 
of the inward and outward stream of 
foreign passengers, he says— 

‘*More than this cannot with certainty be 
inferred from the figures, in view of the possible 
errors in both the totals representing the 
inward and outward movement respectively. 
For example, the slight errors that may arise 


in connection with the treatment of passengers | 


whose nationality is not recorded, or the 
understatement of children arriving from the 
Continent, though small in comparison with 
the total figures, may be sufficient to make tke 
small balance between these totals in 1904 
untrustworthy, except for purposes of rough 
comparison with previous years.” 

That, to my mind, shows that we 
need not attach great importance to 
the figures that have been put for- 
ward. With the proviso that the Royal 
Commission did not adopt these figures, 
and that Mr. Llewe'lyn Smith himse f 
says that they cannot c!aim any s atistical 
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shown were accurate, that does not in the 
least preclude an enormous increase of te 
alien population in the Kast End of 
London at one and the same time. Th> 
figures outward and inward take no 


account of quality. In course of examina. 


tion I asked Mr. Llewellvn Smith if thes» 
figures dealé in any way with quality. 
And he replied— 

“Not at all, they are purely numbers ; 
there is nothing to prevent people of 
high social sfafus leaving this country, being 
balanced against destitute poor coming into the 
East Ind of London.” 


But, Sir, even if these figures were 
correct, which I do not admit, it does 
not rob the agitation in the East 
ind of London of the real truth which 
is behind it, and which has now been 
admitted by the action of the Radical 
Members and candida‘es in that district. 
Let me give one instance. If these figures 
are so small as to prove as the right hon, 
Baronet thinks that there are practically 
no aliens arriving. how does it come 
about that in 1902 the Jewish Board of 
Guardians relieved 17,790 persons and 
another Jewish Board 1,140, ani that in 
1904 23,970 persons were relieved ? 


? 


Where do these people come from / 


An HON. MEMBER: Where do they 
xo to? 


*Masor EVANSGORDON : The right 
hon. Baronet said they did not come 
here; they apparently dropped from 
the clouds, There is an enormous increase 
of these people, and they are not only 
newcomers, but they stop some tine 
here as these figures show. 

But the case does not rest upon these 
figures at all. It rests upon other evidence. 
Such evidence as our own senses; those 
of us who are familiar with the facts have 
senses, and they should not be despised. 
The House has to face the fact that 
during the last few yeags the area occu- 
pied by aliens in the East End of London 
has increased rapidly; it has doubled, 
trebled, quadrupled. Streets and districts 
formerly entiiely Engl'sh have become 
almos: entirely foreign in character. We 
have the evidence of Chief Inspector 
Malveney, of the H Division, that in 
six years 107 whole streets im Stepney 
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went out of English occupation into 
foreign occupation; and there is the 
sta‘ement of the Chief Commissioner of 
the Metropolitan Police, who said in 
his last Annual Report that the alien 
coloiy in the East End continued 
io increase rapidly, and the area which 


‘it occupies is extending accordingly. 


There is not a clergyman or responsible 
resident in the East End of Lozdon 
who does not see this process of 
transformation and wholesale substitu- 
tion of foreign for English population 
going on daily under his eyes. Three 
years ago the Bishop of Stepney 
said that— 

“In some districts where there was formerly 
evidence of comparative wealth and comfort 
these had been absolutely wiped out, and the 
East End of London was being swamped by 
diens who were coming in like an army of 
locusts, eating up the native population or 
turning them out. Their churches were being 
continually left like islands in the midst of an 
alien sea.” 


And yet in the face of these statements 
the right hon. Baronet says that the whole 
thing is moonshine and a figment of the 
imagination. Not all the Blue-books or 
statistics in the world can controvert 
these incontrovertible facts. I have 
made inquiry on the spot myself. I weit 
down to Gravesend the other day and 
looked over the returns of the immigra- 
tion officer as to the people who were 
coming here. I found that in a single 
week 230 men, 97 women, and 60 
children had arrived over and above the 
known transmigrants who the immigra- 
tion officer, accustomed to these people 
and speaking their language, said had 
no prospect reaily of ever leaving this 
country. They gave addresses o! friends 
in the East End of London, and for all 
intents and purposes these people came 
tostay, Here, then, we have tour hundred 
persons coming into the congested 
districts of the East End of Londoa 
in a single week! Knowing these things 
as I know them, what wonder that 
1 was surprised when I heard the hon, 
(rentleman opposite declare that there 
Is no increase in the alien population. 


The hon. Gentleman laid great stress 
upon a comparison between the foreign 
population in this country and in other 
countries. The figures for Switzerland, 
jor instance, are said to be much larger 
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than the figures for this country. I 
would like to show that there is no 
analogy between the two situations. 
In the first place Switzerland is a 
land of tourists, and every touri-t 
is put down in the Returns on Census 
day asa foreigner. That is a considerable 
set-off. Then, again, a large foreign popu- 
lation goes there for cheap education for 
their children, or forreasons of health and 
pleasure. Again, it was stated that a num- 
ber of Italian labourers went in‘o Switzer- 
land. Quite true, but they came im 
response to aspecific economic demand and 
are engaged on railway and otherconstruc- 
tion works ; but when these are completed 
they return to their own country. They 
do not c:eate any of the difficulties and 
problems which we have to deal with in 
the East End of London. Moreover, 
Switzerland, with its 9°58 of a foreign 
population to its total population, is no 
nation in the true sense, but a con- 
federation of the three principal races 
of Western and Central Europe, 2.e., 
German, French, and Italian. It is, there- 
fore, perfectly natural that there should 
be a strong flow of Germans into the 
German-speaking, of French into the 
French - speaking, and of Italians into 
the Italian-speaking parts of the country. 
These people at once find their own 
language and customs prevailing, and are 
in no way aliens except in a purely 
technical sense. In face of these facts it 
seems difficult to ses how t's aliozether 
exceptional stat? of things can be com- 
pared to the immigration into our large 
towns of miserably poor people of an 
entirely alien race, from the remot 
corners of Europe. But there are other 
reasons which render any comparison 
absurd. In Switzerland the children of 
aliens are only naturalised as Swiss sub- 
jects after com’ng of age, and then only 
by leave. The same is the cave 11 Ger- 
many. In this country the children of 
foreign patents born here are enumer- 
ated as English. In one trial schedule, 
in order to a:certain the diiference in the 
figures the children would make if 
enumera‘ed, it was found that 50 per 
cent. would have to be added to the 
foreign population. Thus the foreigners 
or people of foreign extraction in this 
country ave very largely in excess of the 
numbers shown in the Census or 
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Board of Trade Returns. 
hon. Baronet says we 
consider these people as  Knglish. 
I do not care whether we consider 
them English or not, but what we 
must consider is the total result of 
the alien immigration on the industrial 
employment of our own people. 


The right 
ought to 


I have dealt at some length with these 
points because they are frequently ad- 
vanced as reasons for allowing things to 
remain as they are, and because I desire 
to show that they have, when closely 
considered, very little relevancy or im- 
portance. The economic and industrial 
question is. on the other hand, a matter 
of very great importance, and I hope 
to have an opportunity later to go into 
it much more closely than I can do 
to-day. Hon, Members opposite are 
apparently violently opposed to any 
legislation which will keep out competi- 
tive unskilled labour from this country. 
They would admit without hesitation an 
unlimited number of destitute aliens and 
let them loose upon our already over- 
congested unskilled labour market. Asto 
that point, f think that the finding of the 
foval Commission ought again to be 
brought to the notice of the House 
where we said that— 

*©On the whole we arrive at the conclusion, 
after weighing evidence on both sides, that it 
bas not been proved that there is any serious 
direct displacement of skilled English labour.’’— 
[Orr sition cheers. | 


Yes, hon. Gentlemen applaud that, 
but let me fintsh— 

“It is, of course, impossible to say how much, 
if any, work now done by alien labour would 
have been performed by native female or other 
labour had there been no alien immigration 
into this country. But leaving the skilled 
labour market out of the question, we think it 
proved that the industrial conditions under 
which a large number of aliens work in London 
falls below the standard which ought to exist.” 
—{ MINISTERIAL cheers. | 


Tam glad that we are agreed upon that 
po:ntanyway, But hon, Gentiemen may 
ask to what extent has this immigra ion 
afiected the labour market 2? I will tell 
them. There was an estimate made by 
the Jewish Board of Deputies the other 
day—not confined to Jews at all. They 
found that, as the result of immigration, 
no less than 200,000 foreign workmen 
were employei in this country at the 
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present time. Now I submit to hon, 
Members that it is nonsense to say that 
a movement of that magnitude can have 
gone on without displacing English 
labour, or that it can continue without a 
similar result. It is not the fact that 
alien immigration only affects certain 
specific trades; it is not the fact that 
the East End of London only is touched, 


It is important to realise, too, the 
condition of these people after they come, 
and, if I had the time, I could quote 
many deplorable bits of evidence showing 
the circumstances under which these 
aliens live and work in the East End, 
So much are they the victims of the 
very competition they come here to 
increase that their own representatives 
are doing all that they possibly can to 
discourage them from coming. ‘The 
distress is shown by the figures I have 
just quoted of the enormous number of 
people in receipt of relief in the East 
End, and although it is true that few of 
them find their way into our own work- 
houses, still that is no indication of their 
real state or any proof that a great mass 
of pauperism and distress does not pre- 
vail among them. I notice that a large 
number of these people are repatriated 
by the Jewish Board of Guardians. The 
harrowing pictures that have been drawn 
of persecution in Russia and elsewhere 
may be true, but what I want to point 
out is that the Jewish Board of Guardians 
and other communal authorities have no 
hesitation in send'ng their people back 
to those very conditions; and why? 
Because there is no room for them here, 
and because their condition is no betterin 
this country than it would be in their own. 
The evils of the situation are realised 
by all Jewish authorities, and at the 
great conference held at Frankfort the 
other dav, at which representative Jews 
from all parts of Europe, including this 
country, were present, it was unanl- 
mourly decided that no measure 
should be adopted which woull be 
calculated to increase the flow of immi- 
gration. ‘ Emigration to England and 
America will further be strongly dis- 
couraged,” they say; “and the widest 
publicity will be given to the facts 
concerning the state of the labour 
market in England.” If no immigrants 
were coming here at all, what would_be 
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the necessity for these reiterated warnings | 
from serious bodies of this kind ? | 
| 

Again, it is sometimes said that “we | 
cannot do anything to help our own people 
without being cruelly unjust to the immi- 
grants who come here, especially Jewish 
immigrants. Now what are the precepts 
and practice of the Jews themselves in 
this matter? Do they allow all their | 
own people, irrespective of their in- 
dustrial fitness or capacity, to go to/| 
their own colonies in the Argentine 
Republic and elsewhere? Not at all. 
Evervbody is subjected to the closest 
secrut ny before he is allowed to start— | 
scrutiny as to his antecedents, character, 
health and fitness in every respect. So | 
much is this the fact that Mr. Zangwill, | 
when recently discussing the proposed East 
African colony for Jews, made this remark- 
able statement—he said, “the colony | 
was not to be the dumping ground for 
refugees.’ No, Sir; the privilege of | 
being the dumping ground is reserved 
for this country, and when anyone dares | 
to lift a voice in protest, or ventures to 
suggest that the same precautions should | 
be taken here as are taken by the Jewish 
community themselves, we are denounced 
as Anti-Semites. We have no wish, and I 
say io Teason can be given for saying 
we wish, to exclude persons from this 
country because they are Jews, Our desire 
is not to exclude undesirable aliens 
because they are Jews but because thev 
are undesirable aliens. At the sametime 
Tdo not see any reason why we should 
admit a man otherwise undesirable be- 
cause he is of the Jewish faith, any 
more than we should admit a man 
because he was a Polish Catholic. or a 
Lithuanian Protestant. 


There is another important point 
with regard to the alleged difficulty of 
discriminating between desirables and 
undesirables. I have watched this 
matter very closely, and I have come 


to the, conelusion that it is very 
largely a fiction. I went down to the 
ships and saw the  transmigrants 


separated from the immigrants, and a 
sample medical examination was taken, 
and no difficulty was experienced. No 
one could conduct this duty with more 
sympathy than Mr. Evans, the inspector 
in charge, who has been at great trouble 


will 
| they will be purified and cleansed before 


| will be upon this Bill. 
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to learn Russ‘an and Yiddish, and who 
performed his duty with tact and 
intelligence, and I say in reply to the 
charges made last year that these people 
would be treated with brutality by the 
officia!s of the British Government, that 
such charges are calumnious. I think 
if hon. Members opposite could have 
seen these aliens they would have been 
surprised. We found some of them 
suffering from loathsome and unmen- 
tionable diseases, the importation of 
which into this country might and 
does lead to very serious results, and 
we found most of them verminous. I 
do not say persons should be excluded 
from this country because they are 
verminous, but I do say that if we make 
it known that people in that condition 
not be allowed into this country 


they are allowed to start. 


I am afraid I have detained the 

House for a long time, and I will con- 
clude my remarks by saying that I am 
quite unable to understand what the attt- 
tude of the Party opposite as a Party 
It is well repre- 
sented by the condition of the benches 
opposite. I am indeed sorry that I have 
bored the Front Bench opposite so that 
they have had to leave the House in 
sheer despair, but perhaps I may hope 
that the weight of my argument has 
been too muchior them. I want to know 
what the position of the Party opposite 
is? Their leaders have not always been 
blind to the great disadvantage of the 
flow of alien immigration. Just let me 
quote to the House the words of one great 
‘statesman of the Party opposite, Lord 
Rosebery, who in 1904 said— 

“Ttake it if there is one certainty in the world 
it is this, that with the closing of the confines 
of States to the destitute emigrants of other 
countries there is no country in the world which 
will not be compelled to consider and recon- 
sider its position with regard to pauper 
immigration, unless it wishes permanently to 
degrade the status and condition of its own 
workpeople.”” 


Quite recently the Leader of the 
Opposition at Limehouse begged his 
hearers not to believe that he was in- 
different to the inconvenience? and dis- 
‘advantage incident to the settlement of 
a large school of persons accustomed to a 
‘low standard of life and surroundings. 
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I am glad from so influential a source 
to welcome even the most tentative 
admission that evils do exist, and that 
some remedies are necessary. On the 
other hand, it is true that the right hon. 
Member for East Fife has expressed him- 
self as entirely and utterly opposed to 
legislation of this kind. I believe he is 
in favour of the deportation of criminals 


that have been convicted in this country, | 


but, broadly speaking, he is absolutely 
opposed to this kind of legis!ation. But 
with great respect to the right hon 
Gentleman, for whose profound know- 
ledge and political acumen I have 
the greatest admiration, I do not 
think that in this matter his opinion 
is perhaps so well worth having as 
that of the hon. Member for Poplar, 
whose constituency, if not immediately 
affected by alien immigration, is. still 
beginning to feel the pressure, and 
for the purposes of this question, at 
all events, is in closer touch with this 
problem than the constituency of East 
Fife, which may be considered as some- 
what remote. But the hon. Member for 
Poplar, speakingin 1903 in this House, said 
that he cordially desired leg'slation 
against unlimited immigration of desti- 
tute aliens, and he strongly objected to 
the refuse of Europe being dumped down 
on these shores. There are other Gentle- 
men opposite who have expressed very 
strong views on this question. There 
is the Member for South Wolver- 
hampton, who has studied the subject 
and is an authority uponit. He said 
in East London, in 1902, that in his 
opinion there was every reason to keen 
these people out, and none for allowing 
them to come in. He desired to have a 
notice posted up, stating that ‘No rub- 
bsh to be shot here.” These forcibly 
expressed views are those I hold, and 
also those held by Gentlemen who are 
in sympathy with me and who sit on 
these benches. We do not desire to 
exclude from this country any man who 
can maintain h'mself in circumstances 
of decency; the skilled artisan will 
always be welcomed here; we have no 
desire to rob the country of its ancient 
reputation for hospitality to foreigners. 
but we believe that in view of the social 
problems which confront us and in view 


of the difficulty of great masses of our, 


own people to find employment, house- 
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on the face of the earth so little suited 
as our great industrial centres to receive 
great accretions of unskilled labourers 
from abroad. We hold that immigrants 
coming here should be submitted to 
the same process of selection as they 
have to submit to in other countries, 
and that the people sent here from 
abroad should be the best and not the 
worst of the population. We desire to 
rid our gaols of foreign criminals and 
our streets of foreign prostitutes and 
souteneurs, but, above all, we desiie 
{O save our own poor and working classes 
from an influence which must tend 
to make their lives more painful 
and more difficult, and deprive them 
of what we b lieve to be the most 
elementary of all their rights, namely, the 
opportunity of earning a living in their 
own Jand. I shall vote with contidence 
against this Amendment, and I thank ‘he 
Government with all my hear¢ for having 
introduced the Bill. 


* Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): Many hon. Merabers opposite 
thought that there was an inconsistency 
in those who had actively opposed the 
introduction of Chinese labour into South 
Africa opposing also a Bill such as this. 
But if we are inconsistent, hon. Members 
opposite are equally inconsistent. Ii 
they were against the alien in London, 
why were they not against the alien in 
South Africa? But for my part | 
neither plead guilty to inconsistencs 
nor accuse others of it. The cases are 
not parallel. The Chinese cannot be 
absorbed into the population, and 
the industrial conditions in South 
Africa are very different from the 
industrial conditions of this country. Iam 
not sure that we shall all be so convinced 
by the facts and figures given by the last 
speaker as to reject the figures given in 
the Census or the facts brought out by the 
special inquiry of the Board of Trade. The 
hon. Member told us, for instance, that in 
1903 the Jewish Board of Guardians had 
17,000 cases of relief before them, and in 
1904 they had 235,000, and he said 
those figures showed there was an 
immense increase of the alien population. 
But he omitted to point out that 
the year 1904 was one of great trade 


‘depression, and surely it cannot be 
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seriously contended that an increase of 
relief. must be taken as an increase of 
opulation. In another part of his 
speech the hon. Gentleman referred to 
the numbers of aliens who had been re- 
fused a passage from this couniry, and 
wished the House to believe that these 
persons were left here to be absorbed in 
the population of this country. He told 
the House that 814 aliens in 1903 were 
refused a passage from England to the 
United States on the ground of probable 
rejections by the United States, and 
that in 1904 the number was 1,721. 
But the Report of the Board of Trade 
stated — 

« \ special inquiry was made in 1904 with a 
view to ascertaining as far as possible what 
hecomes of the aliens sent to London, and 
the evidence went to show that the great 
majority of these people eventually succeed 
i: reaching their destination, sometimes after 
waiting for a time in London, but frequently 
without doing so.”’ 

In spite of their restrictive laws, 
immigration in the United States has 
absolutely doubled within the last four 
years, and has now reached 800,000 
persons a year, whilst a further 90,000 
persons emigrate annually to the 
Argentine. 


Hon. Members object to immigration 
for three reasons. They say that immi- 
grants become a public charge upon this 
country, that they increase disease, pau- 
perism, and crime; they next say that 
they come over in great numbers and oust 
the native workmen from employment as 
well as lower the wages; and in the third 
place they say that as citizens the aliens 
are objectionable because they over- 
crowd the cities, they are given to 
insanitary habits, and they deteriorate 
the national standard of life. If all 
that were true their conclusion would 
be irresistible. I am not opposed 
t» the regulation of immigration in 
all cases on grounds of principle. The 
Liberals of forty or fifty vears ago would 
probably have adopted the /aissez faire 
view, although, indeed, there is no word 
on the subject, so far as T am aware, in 
the utterances of the leading exponents 
of that school, of Adam Smith, Ricardo, 
Mill, Bentham, Cobden, or Bright. But 
if that had been the earlier view of 
Liberals, it would seldom be advanced 
now. In the cases of Australia and 
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New Zealand there has been a consider- 
able immigration of Chinese, and it has 
been said that these people could not be 
assimilated with the white population and 
that if this immigration is not checked 
it will make the population of the coun- 
try more Mongolian than Anglo-Saxon. 
We cannot blame the Australasians 
for their measures of restriction, Then 
as regards the diseased, the criminal, 
and the paupers, a nation cannot 
reasonably be called upon to pay the 
cost of hospita's, workhouses, and gaols 
for its neighbours to fill; to maintain 
the unfit which its neighbours have 
evolved, or to feed the parasites which 


its neighbours have bred. But are 
these the true facts of the case? 
Take the paupers for instance. I 
asked the President of the Local 


Government Board for the percentages 


of the native and alien classes of 
pauperism. The answer was that 
amongst the alien population six 


per thousand, and amongst the native 
population twenty-four per thousand 
were paupers on a given day, or 
four times as many among the native 
as among the alien population. Accord- 
ing to last year’s Report on Emigra- 
tion and Immigration, the total num- 
ber of aliens relieved represented 
0°22 per cent. of the total number of 
paupers relieved. The total amount 
spent in England and Wales in Poor 


Law relief is £13,000,000 a _ year, 
so that 0°22 per cent. represents 
£28,000 a year as the cost of alien 


paupers to this country as compared 
with the balance of £15,000,000 on the 
native population. Then take the ques- 
tion of insanity. The Commission re- 
ported that in London the insane amongst 
the aliens were 4°1 per thousand, a3 
against 4°6 per thousand amoagst th> 
native population. Take again the 
question of disease, as to which there is 
certainly much contradictory evidence. 
But this is from the Report of the 
Royal Commission— 

“Dr. Williams is appointed by the Corpcra- 
tion of the City of London and discharges the 
duties of meeting the vessels and dealing with 
passengers suffering from infectious diseases. 
Answering a question as to the health of th: 
immigrants on arrival in the Port of London, 
Dr. Williams said:—‘As to their health, [ 
should say it was fairly good. The number of 
cases of infectious diseases introduced that I 
have detected amongst these people has not 
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been numerous, speaking as a whole. I cannot tive pauper,” and so forth. How can 


say that much infectious disease has come into 
the country among these people.’ This view 
was strongly supported by the evidence of Mr. 
Herman Landau, the president of the Poor 
Jews’ Temporary Shelter, who stated that 
during the last six years only one case of 
sickness had occurred amongst the many 
thousands of immigrants who had been received 
in the Shelter. This statement was so re- 
markable that we sought for, and obtained, 
corroboration of it.” 


Mr. Hawkey, the Customs officer, who 
boards the ships when they leave the 
Continent, and comes over in them to this 
country, says— 

“It has very seldom occurred that I have 
known a case of illness.” 

It is on the point of crime that the 
indictment against the aliens is best 
founded. There is, unquestionably, a 
considerably larger proportion of crime 
amongst the aliens than amongst the rest 
cf the population. Indeed, the propor- 
tion has risen so high that now no fewer 
than 15 per thousand of the alien popula- 
tion are criminals. But I ask the House 
to add together these elements, with 
regard to which it is possible to get 
exact statistics, and see what proportion 
they bear to the whole. Of paupers 
there were six per thousand on a given 
day; according to Mr. Charles Booth, 
‘whose authority on the question of Poor 
Law relief will not be disputed. If you 
‘double the rate of pauperism for a given 
day you get the figure for the whole 
year. Therefore, taking twelve paupers, 
four insane, and fifteen criminals, you 
have thirty-one per thousand immigrants 
who, taking one year with another, become 
a charge on public funds, and 969 per 
thousand who do not. My hon. friend 
the Member for the Elland Division was 
challenged when he said it would be 
taking a high figure to say that four per 
cent. of the aliens were undesirable; but 
according to the official figures under 
the heads of pauperism, insanity, and 
crime, the real figure would be slightly 
over three per cent. For disease it is 
impossible to get exact figures. As to 
these thirty-one per thousand, I say with 
all heartiness, exclude them if you can. 
I would warmly welcome any measure 
which would achieve thatend. But these 
people are not labelled; they do not 
come to the ports bearing across 


their chests the legend, “I am a prospec- 
Mr. Herbert Samuel. 


you possibly pick out the men who will 
become criminals, paupers, or lunatics? 
Take the criminals. The hon. Member 
for Stepney said that the difficulty of 
detecting these people was entirely 
fictitious. Can he detect criminals when 
he sees them? They are the class 
against whom the case is strongest, but 
in regard to whom this Bill will most 
completely break down. [‘‘No.”] We 
are all in favour of the expulsion clauses, 
and have been from the beginning. The 
hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite 
(the Member for Sheffield) says there 
will be no difficulty. He has had some 
experience of criminal investigations, 
but his authority cannot be set up 
against that of the witnesses who gave 
evidence before the Royal Commission. 
Sir Kenelm Digby said emphatically that 
it would be absolutely impossible to de- 
tect the criminals at the docks; Sir A. 
de Rutzen, chief Metropolitan magistrate. 
said the same; Sir E Bradford, ex-Chief 
Commissioner of the Metropolitan Police, 
gave similar evidence in the most 
emphatic terms; and Mr. Henry, the 
present Chief Commissioner, also gave 
evidence to this effect. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I beg the 
hon. Member’s pardon, but that provision 
is not in the Bill now; he is dis-ussing 
the measure of last year. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I am 
afraid that that had escaped my notice, 
but doubtless Amendments will be moved 
in Committee with a view to excluding 
criminals, if possible. However I need 
not pursue the point, as there is agree- 
ment on both sides. Hon. Members who 
bitterly regret they did not carry the 
Bill of last year now admit that 
certain of our arguments against the 
measure were well founded. But in case 


| this matter does come up in Committee I 
p 


should like to state one fact of interest 
and importance in this connection. In 
the United States, where they have most 
complete and elaborate machinery for ex- 
cluding undesirable aliens, during the last 
five years they have rejected 106 aliens 
on the ground that they were criminals— 
or twenty a year—but at the end of the 


‘five years they had in their gao!s and 
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reformatories 9,825 aliens. Hon. Members 
now admit that they cannot detect the 
criminal when he lands, but they say they 
will be able easily to detect the prospective 
pauper. There is no machinery yet in- 
vented which can reveal a man’scharacter 
and capacity. Itis absolutely impossible 
to say Whether a man who comes over 
here with nothing in his pocket is not 
destined to rise to quite distinguished 
heights. Buteven if you do detect at 
the eight ports your thirty-one undesir- 
ables among the thousand immigrants 
and send them back, what will happen ? 
If they wish to come to this country they 
will inevitably embark ona cattle boat or 
some other ship going to some other port. 
It is as though you tried to collect Cus- 
toms duties by setting up Customs 
machinery at eight ports while allowing 
free admission at all others. The right 
policy with regard to undesirable aliens 
is the policy of expulsion. So far this 
Bill will undoubtedly do good, and if the 
Government would propose the expulsion 
clauses alone I think we would all give the 
Bill our benediction and use our best 
efforts to secure its passage. 


Then with regard to employment. The 
hor. Member for Stepney laid great stress 
on the evi] done by immigration by caus- 
ingunemployment among English working 
men. That is one of the chief arguments 
in support of the Bill. Many people seem 
to think that any addition to the popu- 
lation must mean an increase in the 
number of the unemployed. They say 
that we have a certain number of unem- 
ployed, that there is not enough work to 
go round, and that if, by immigration or 
any other cause, so many thousand are 
added to the population it must mean 
the addition of so many thousands to the 
ranks of the unemployed. That theory 
is based upon a complete fallacy. No 
economist would accept such a doctrine 
for a single moment. Forty years ago 
when our population was 30,00),000 we 
hadacertain ratioof unemp!oyed; we have 
about the same ratio of unemployed now 
when the population is 12,000,090 greater. 
According to the theory often advanced 
thé whole of those 12,000,000 ought to be 
swelling the ranks of the unemployed—a 
reductioad absurdum which perhaps leaves 
nothing more to be said. On this point 
we have the specific declaration by the 
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Royal Commission—the paragraph has 
already been read—that it has not been 
proved that there is any displacement 
of skilled English labour. On the other 
hand they say— 
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“The development of the three main industries 
—tailoring, cabinet-making and shoemaking— 
in which the aliens engage, has undoubtedly 
been beneficial in various ways ; it has increased 
the demand for, and the manufacture of, not 
only goods made in this country (which were 
formerly imported from abroad), but of the 
materials used in ther, thus indirectly giving 
employment to native workers.” 

So that so far from displacing skilled 
workers alien immigration has given more 
employment by introducing new trades. 
On the question of wages, the Board of 
Trade presented to the Royal Commission 
a most interesting Return showing the 
changes in wages in certain trades during 
the ten vears 1895-1902, 


Mason EVANS GORDON: Is that 
Return No. 15? 
*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: It is in 


the Appendix, Return No. 16, and those 
which follow. Take cabinet-making and 
the boot and shoe trad2. Take London, 
Manchester, Liverpool, and Le2ds, where 
al.ens chiefly go. With one small and 
temporary exception, in those plazes all 
the changes in the wages were increases 
—in those trades in which aliens were 
chiefly engag:d in the ten years from 
1893 to 1902. In face of these figures, 
how is it possible to declare that the 
effect of alien immigration has been 
to lower the rate of wazes in those 
places? It has caused a large develop- 
ment in our export trade. In the 
tailoring trade our exports for apparel 
and slops increased by £1,300,000, or 
nearly 30 per cent., in ten years. 


On the score of overcrowding the case 
against the aliens is strong. White- 
chapel and St. George’s-in-the-East have 
a percentage of over 50 per cent. of the 
people overcrowded, but in other districts 
where there are very few or no aliens 
like St. George’s, Westminster, St. 
Saviour’s, Waterloo, Christ Church, Mary- 
lebone, there is over 50 per cent. of 
overcrowding, and all these cases can 
and ought to be dealt with in the same 
\fashion by a rigorous enforcement of 
the housing law, just as sweating can 
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be dealt with by a proper adjust- 
ment of the industrial law. 


Tcome lastly to theindictmentthat these | 


people, who are mostly Jews from Russia, 
Poland, and Roumania, are bad citizens, 
and tha® this Bill should be passed if only 
in order to harry the immigrant and deter 
him from coming here. There is nothing 
harder than to assess the virtues of a 
race, Fifty years ago the Japanese were 
regarded as barbarians of a rather absurd 
type, but to-day the whole world stands 
in admiration of their efficiency and bows 
in reverence before their heroi m. It is 
universally agreed that the Jewish race 
are a sober, industrious, domesticated, 
quick-witted people and easily assimi- 
lated; and, although many of the Jewish 
Reservists in Russia and Poland are 
refusing to tight in the Far East, it may 
interest the House to know that in the 
South African War the Jewish population 


of England lost a larger proportion of | 
their number in the field than the rest of | 


the Engli-h nation. A race which has 
given to Evrope in modern times many 
of its greatest philosophers. statesmen, and 
scientists, poets. artists, and dramatists ; 
arace which all through the da:k ages 
kept alight the torch of learning, and from 
whose loins have sprung all the religions 


of the Western world—that race is not to | 


be despised. Undoubtedly these immi- 
grants have their faults, but if you 
oppress a people long enough and crush 
them deep enough, vou are bound to give 
rise to certain vices and defects, and they 
will be found somewhat lacking in nobility 
of character. 
city for better things which 
shows itself, and if you give to these 


broken plants a little soil and water they | 
will soon revive and they will not be the | 


least useful and beautiful in your garden. 
I wonder what Disraeli would have 
thought of this Bill. 
covered his statue with flowers, but the 


day before that you introduced a Bill | 


which might exclude from this country 
such families as his. [MINIsTertaL cries of 
“No, no!”’] Indeed, if they were destitute 
and could not prove that they were able 


to earn their own living they would be | 


excluded. A progenitor of Lord Beacons- 

field was an alien, and there may have 

been many men who have risen to dis- 
Mr. Herbert Samuel. 
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But they have a capa-. 
soon | 


On April 19th you | 
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tinction whose fathers were destitute 
'when they arrived in this country. 


If the argument of hon. Members 
opposite with regard to employment aad 
with regard to these aliens being bad citi. 
zens is true, then this Bill is totally 
inadequate. What difference will the re- 
jec.ion of one or three per cent. of unde- 
sirabl.s make to your economic problems 
or to the question of citizenship? If the 
argument is untrue, then your Bill is an 
evil Bill, and you have no right to reject 
men who are doing you no harm, merely 
because they are poor. This Bill is too 
small to satisly the expecta‘ions it has 
aroused, and it is much too large for jus- 
tice. The agitation outside London is an 
artificial agitation designed solely for poli- 
tical purposes. Hon. Members opposite go 
down to villages which have never seen 
an alien and where they do not know 
whether he is fish, flesh, or good red herring, 
Politically speaking, he is a good red her- 
ring. Because the foreigner is unpopular, 
hon. Members opposite endeavour to play 
upon the anti- foreign feeling which 
always exists, and which has existed 
ever since the reign of Edward IIL, 
when a London mob slaughtered all the 
Flemings in Southwark who could not 
pronounce the words ‘‘ bread and clieese.” 
Many Acts such as this have been placed 
upon the Statute-book, but soon the 
nation has grown ashamed of them and 
one alter another they have been swept 
away. The hon. Member for Stepney 
asked what was our policy, and what was 
the view ofthe Liberal Party? [ am not 
authorised to speak for anyone but myself, 
but I think the view entertaind widely 
upon these benches is that we should 
all be prepared to exclude the criminals, 
paupers, and diseased if possible, but even 
if we pass this Biil on that head we think 
it is impracticable. We are in favour of 
a measure of expulsion for dealing with 
| these classes. I can imagine a tide ot 
immigration so vast that it cannot be 
| absorbed by the rest of the population 


-and then you might have to introduce 
| more restrictive measures, but that time 
i has not yet come; you have no right 


ito shut out oppressed people merely 


| because they are poor, It is the grossest 
| hypocrisy to pass resolutions of sympathy 
|with the victims of misgovernment In 
| Russia and when they fly to us for 
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refuge to shut the door in their faces. 
If this Bill is passed it will be found 
that its administration will be beset 
with innumerable difficulties and it 
will soon become a dead letter. All the 
appeals to insular prejudice made by 
hon. Members opposite, all the gross 
misrepresentations with regard to the 
number of immigrants, and all the desper- 
ate attempts to enlist racial intolerance 
to the support of a declining Govern- 
ment will not overcome the attachment 
of this country to its old traditions of 
hospitality, and will not reconcile it to 
so grave a tampering with liberty. 


*Mr. H. LAWSON: It is somewhat 
fortunate that, as this is the first time I 
have addressed the House on a Govern- 
ment measure since my return for Mile 
End, to know that I speak, not 
only in the name of the majority, but 
of the whole of the constituency which 
has sent me back here after many 
It is instructive to me to learn 
that my opponent at that election, 
together with every other candidate 
ail Member for East London on 
the Radical side, with the exception of 
ene, have joined in a piteous appeal to 
the Leader of the Opposition to withdraw 
official sanction from the opposition to 
this measure. TI shall, at any rate, have 
the satisfaction of knowing that in 
voting in favour of this Bill I shail go 
into the lobby with the whole body of 
East-End Members, Radical as well as 
Unionist. Whether the leaders of the 
Opposition will go into the same lobby I 
do not know, but as in this case the 
expediencies of electioneering seem to 
coincide with the dictates of justice, per- 
haps we may hope that their co-operation 
will also be secured. Tae hon. Member 
for Cleveland made a curious slip when 
he tried to score a point about Chinese 
labour. He claimed that the Radical 
Party were opposed to the immigration 
ot the unfit because they were opposed 
to the immigration of Chinese in South 
Africa, but the hon. Gentleman did not 
state that if there were no Aliens Bill on 
the Statute-book there was nothing to pre- 
vent the importation of Chinese labour 
into this country. 


vears, 


Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): Yes, 
there is. 


VOL. CXLY. [Fourru Sertss.] 
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Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: This Bi!! 


will not prevent it. 


*Mr. H. LAWSON: Yes, it would, 
under the first clause. I want to grapple 
with an argument which, I think, is un- 
worthy of the distinction of he right hon. 
Baronet the Member forthe Forest of 
Dean. He stated that the agitation in 
favour of this measure is based upon that 
damnahle heritage from the Middle 
Ages—the spirit of Jew hating and Jew 
baiting, which we call Anti-Semitism, So 
far as I am concerned, being half a Jew 
myself, I can take no part in such a move- 
ment, nor can [ vote in favour of a Bill 
founded on such obsolete and infamous 
passions, Happily, there has been no 
anti-Semitic feeling in this country. 
But if you want to create it, then you 
only need to burden the Jewish com- 
munity with the scandal and odium 
attaching to the criminal. They have 
to bear, in the eyes of public opinion, all 
the reproaches which proceed with an 
unanimous voice from every bench of 
magistrates and every Court of justice. 
I was very much struck by the remark 
made at the Surrey Sessions by the Judge, 
who endorsed an observation of counsel 
that it was a great pity Members of 
Parliament could not spare the time 
to listen to cases of alien criminals. 
Unfortunately the alien criminals in this 
case belong to the Jewish community. 


Mere. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel): A large majority 
of the criminals have been shown in 
the evidence before the Commission to 
be Americans. 


*Me. H. LAWSON: As a matter of 
fact one cannot argue these points at 
the present moment because the figures 
are not available as to religion. But 
there is no question that a great number 
of those now brought before the Courts 
of justice in London belong to the 
Jewish community, are unworthy mem- 
bers of that community, and create 
an evil which this Bill would do 
much to prevent. Cases that occur day 
by day and are reported are sufficient 
proof—and that is just because they are 
receiving the black sheep of their own 
community of which they are themselves 
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rightly ashamed—and it is necessary in 
their own interest to do something to 
prevent the recurrent scandals which now 
occur. And, after all, if you want to 
see Anti-Semitic feeling it is not on 
these benches you find it. Those who 
read the Radical and _ Socia'istic 
Press of London see more denuncia- 
tion of Jews than you do in the 
organs that express the views of 
hon, Members on this side of the House. 
The Socialistic Press has often denounced 
the Jewish capitalists here and elsewhere 
as Jews. Since I have been in this 
House I have heard debates on South 
African affairs, and more than one de- 
nunciation of German Jews whose prin- 
cipal offence seemed to be that they 
belonged to the Jewish communitv— 
{Cries of ‘‘No”|—because, otherwise, 
what was the point of the declaration of 
their religion [Cries of ‘Hear, hear! 7] 
except to excite prejudice? There is 
no question that those who have 
the longest heads and those who have 
most at heart the interest of English 
Jews are not opposed to this Bill, and in 
fact are anxious to see this stain removed 
from the fair fame of those for whom 
they care so much. 


I do not think it is necessary 
to point out that apart from the 
question of criminals, Jews suffer from 
an invasion of people of their own 
faith whom they do not want to 
see here and who are an unnecessary 
burden. Mr. Joseph, who gave evidence 
before the Royal Commission, said there 
ave thousands of immigrants who cannot 
be regarded as refugees, who are chrcenic 
paupers, and who come from Russia 
or Poland in the hope of getting some- 
thing from the Russo-Polish fund of which 
they have heard such exaggerated ac- 
counts. That is one of the features 
most noticeable in this recent incursion 
of Jewish refugees. There have been 
more beggars in the streets, and more 
beggars, unfortunately, among children 
in the streets, and the reason is that you 
are getting the less fit and capable of 
these people. That is what we notice 
in the doctrinaire protests raised against 
this Bill. There is a want, on the 
other side, I fear, of the sense of 
historic perspective. They still seem 
to think that we are getting the ener- 


Mr. H. Lawson. 





{COMMONS} Bill. 736 


getic, the able, and the competent 
aliens. Tha‘ was the fact in the past, 
Whether they were Walloors or 
Huguenots or Jews, we had formerly 


coming into this country — those 
who were most likely to con- 
tribute to its prosperity. But now 


the exact opposite is the case. Now 
we are getting the untransportable 

those who cannot get into America, and 
whom the shipping companies will not 
take to America. I have in my hand 
the last report of the North German 
Steamship Company, and it states 
that out of a total of 121,000 _ per- 
sons who were would-be emigrants 
from Russia, Germany, and Austria, 
the company themselves rejected, at 
the frontier control stations as 
medically unfit, 6,000 for various 
reasons, and that 2,164 were afterwards 
refused a passage at Bremen and Ham- 
burg by the authorities there and the 
American Consul. In spite of these pre- 
cautions eighty-nine reached the United 
States, whence they were promptly de- 
ported. That shows the class ol 
people who are rejected by the steam- 
ship companies for deportation to the 
United States. One of the hon. Gentle- 
men who spoke this afternoon admitted 
that the regulations in America might 
have a deterrent effect in preventing 
undesirable aliens from going there, but 
he put it much too low. These rezula- 
tions have a deterrent effect. That is the 
most important aspect of the whole 
matter. They exclude a great propor- 
tion. The figures with respect to rejec- 
tions in America count for very little. 
It is not the number rejected, but the 
number held back, which must reallv be 
taken imto account in this matter. 
Unfortunately, as we know, the greater 
number of these who are rejected in 
America come back here. [have gota 
case in point where there was a large 
number of aliens on board the liner 
‘“‘Carpathia ” who were refused admission 
at New York. An attempt was made to 
land them at Fiume, but the Italian 
authorities objected to allow this, and 
these people came to England. Time 
after time the same thing occurs, and 
therefore you have this continual immi- 
gration of the unfit, and I think the 


Jewish community has great reason to 
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complain of the usdue burden cast upon | than Mr. Charles Booth, who went into 
their charitable funds. the figures. He says— 


” *It has been like the slow rising of a flood. 
[he hon. Member for one _ of! Street after street is occupied. Family follows 


the Divisions of Yorkshire spoke | family.” 
of the figures of pauperism mak- | f 
ing out no case for the Bill. ,The| Ihave taken the trouble to get infor- 
hon. Member knows that a great mation fro n the authorities | of the 
number of people rely on the un- | Borough of Stepney. The officials there 
illimitable generosity of men of their own stated before the Roya! Commission that 
kith and kin. The undesirable aliens | OVer @ hundred streets had gone into 
come here as paupers, and it is merely | the possession of foreigners in recent 
on account of private charity that the | Yeats. These sam> officials state that th» 
rates are not more grievous. What} Process is continuous. It is all very we'l 
applies to want of fitness or disease | for us to dogmatise about the displace - 
applies also to those who come here ment of population and the substitution 
without means. A great number are | Of industries. An hon, Gentleman has 
reported to have practically no money at spoken of new industries brouglit in 
ll, Five roubles, or 12s., appears to be | by Luumigrants, but we know very well 
ths largest sum that any of the alien | the East End what that means. In 
immigrants of this class ever bring into | the East End of London at the present 
England, and the possessors of such a | time most of the strects are held on 
sum are looked upon as real capitalists. | leases from individuals and corporations 
The case in regard to immigration in this | by single owners, and when these leases 
country is summed up by the words used | are assigned the whole of the people 
b: the German officials at the ports of | #@ turned out ol the r houses aid the 
embarkation: “Utterly destitute and | rents ralse Lat least 50 per cent. So that 
friendless who can just afford a ticket to | none of those who were former in- 
Grimsby go to England.” I think [| habitants are abletoremain. Pra:tically 
have said enough as to the character of |@clean sweep is made. Those driven 
the immigrants, The truth is that we | out are compelled to find shelter in 
get the floating seum—those who would | "!€W patches of blue and dark blue, as 
go an\vwhere and do anybody and | portrayed in Mr. Booth’s maps, and they 
those who are a burden to their own) Well the area of poverty. It is those 
community, if not a burden to the public who are forced out of Stepney and the 
at large. ‘These are the peop'e who bring eastern districts that are creating the 
scandal on themselves and on those with | BeW cities of casual labour which ave 
whom they ate associated. | being reared around us and of which we 
: hear so much in connection with the strike 
[t has been said constantly that the | that is going on against the school rate 
juestion is a small one. That may be | to-day. It is stated that there has been 
so in area, but the intensity makes the | recently a falling-off in rents of about 
grievance the greater. The right hon. | 10 per cent. in the Kast End. Every- 
Baronet said the figures made out nocase | body knows that in the Borough of 
for the Bill, but he forgot the figures of | Stepney recently they rose three times as 
ctime and immorality. He passed them | much as in any other part of London. 
by as of no account, and dealt solely | Ten per cent., even if that is the true 
with the figures furnished by the Board | proportion, is a very small one, but that 
of Trade as to transmigration. We can | 1s not borne out by the statement of the 
place no reliance on the figures of the | borough officials. In the last report 
Census, and as little reliance on the of the medical officer of health it is 
‘ : stated that the number of inhabited 
figures of the Board of Trade. We have | jouses has diminished and that there 
far stronger evidence as to the displace- | jg an increase in the population which 
ment of population going on in the East | tends to cause overcrowding. High 
End, and in the Borough of Stepney in | rents cause overcrowding and overcrowd- 
particular. The right hon. Baronet will| ing causes high rents, They act and 
admit that there is no betier authority | react. That is the report for 1993, which 
2B 2 
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is the last one available. Those who 
are on the spot, the municipal officers, 
say that the process of displacement is 
still going on, and that street after street 
is being denuded of its native population 
and filled up by those who are to all 
effects and purposes destitute persons, 
likely to lower the standard of living and 
to increase the distress of the East End. 


It has beensuggestcd that all this could 
be remedied if the localofficers would pay 
more attention to their duties. Well, that 
is a most unmerited stigma on the public 


officers of health in East London. The | 


magistrates who gave evidence before the 
Royal Commission said that the Public 
Health Acts are well carried out in East 
London, andI do not believe that there 
isin any part of the United Kingdom a 
greater effort to enforce the sanitary 
laws, in spite of great obstruction. 
than in the Borough of Stepney. 
But hon. Gentlemen said it was not the 
way to deal with sweating and over- 
crewding to pass a Bill excluding aliens. 
They said, “What you must do is to 
amend the factory laws.” That is all 
very well, but if they refer to the 
suggested amendments to the factory 
laws it will be seen that these would 
involve a far greater interference with 
individual liberty than this House is ever 
likely to tolerate, at any rate for many 
years tocome. If they wish to do away 
with sweating in the East End they 
must have a national minimum of wages. 
If they are ready to fix a minimum 
standard of wages it might be possible 
in the long run 
sweating, though I disagree, but with- 
out that they cannot touch it except by 
doing away with unrestricted immigra- 
tion. The Rector of Spitalfields savs 
that the aliens who come to this country 
are ready-made victims of sweating, 
and it is stated that many of the male 
alien immigrants with their 
cannot earn more than 7s. a week. How 
is it possible, unless we fix a minimum 
wage, to do away with such a patent 
degradation of the standard of life 
and comfort among the working popula- 
tion in London? This is not an 
extreme Bill. The Government has had 


to do away with) 


families | 
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|and workable measure. Hon. Members 
| had spoken as if this were a Bill to put a 
|stop to immigration. Not at all. It 
| only deals with the incapable and unfit. 
|The present situation is that we are 
sending out the fit and the strong and 
| taking in the incapable and the helpless, 
If hon. Members studied the figures of 
‘immigration into Canada, they would find 
that the very flower of our working class 
was being sent out there. and in return 
we are getting those whom it is impossible 
to induce the United States to accept. 
And who are left here? The derelicts of 
Kurope. It is no argument to say that 
this state of things has been evolved by 
the tyranny of foreign Governments. I 
do not think that we shall make that 
tyranny any less by showing that their 
victims can always come here and find 
a refuge, As to this country being an 
asvlum for political offenders, this Bill 
will not affect one of those who have 
found refuge here in the past. The 
severe restrictions of the United States 
have never shut out a single Irish Fenian 
no matter how grave the charges against 
him. This Bill will not close the door 
upon the successors of Mazzini and 
Kossuth. The Home Secretary has 
put in a proviso to admit those who 
are fleeing from political persecution, 
and TI hope that will also be extended 
to those who suffer from religious 
persecution. Then, I think, the whole 
basis of this argument, which is founded 
on false sentiment, will be swept 
away. One feels that this unrestrictid 
flow will be likely to weaken and 
vitiate the whole stream of our national 
life. We talk of ‘“‘man-power, ” but the 
man-power behind the Empire is not likely 
to be improved by the introduction of new 
diseases and the constant influx of 
people dumped down on this country 
‘because no other country will take 
‘them. This Bill is not only due, but in 
the view of those I speak for, is already 
overdue, and I think it is time that we 
cried ‘‘Halt”? to what is becoming a 
backward march to physical degeneration. 
I hope the House will pass, by a very 
large majority, the Second Reading of 
| what is a fair, workable, and practical 
| measure. 


to steer carefully between the Scylla of | 


exaggeration and the Charybdis of false | 


sentiment, and they have produced a fair 
Mr, H. Lawson, 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): I wish 


_to explain my own view—a view which t 
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have seen no occasion to modify, when I Local Government Board to set up 


spoke on the Bill last year. 


I said then, | 


and I repeat now, that I am not one of | 


those who do not think there is no occa- 
sion for a change in the law. I pointed 
out, what is indeed proved by the Report 
of the Royal Commission, that there is 
undoubtedly an excessive percentage of 
crime among the immigrant alien popu- 
lation in this country as compared with 
the indigenous population. I think one 
cannot ignore the presentments of juries 
and the declarations of Judges, repeated 
from time to time, to the effect that 
prisoners coming into this country, 
relying on the privilege of hospitality, 
cannot complain, when they have abused 
that hospitality by the infringement of 
our criminal laws, if we cease to extend 
it to them any longer and send them 
back to their own country. Inso far 
as this Bill either gives power, after 
judicial inquiry, to the Home Secre- 
tary to expel persons who have 
been convicted of crimes against our 
laws, or in so far as it enables him, 
again subject to proper appeal, to pro- 
hibit the introduction into this country 
of persons who have been convicted in 
their own native land of crimes which, 
according to our system of law, are ex- 
traditable offeices—in so far as the Bill 
proposes to carry out these two objects, 
not only will it not receive my op >osition 
but it will meet with mv hearty support, 
offered, of course, I need not add, in that 
critical temper in which one cought to 
ipproach the precise form of legislation 
in which a problem of this character 
ougiit to be placed on the Statute-book. 
In so far as that part of the Bill is con- 
‘erned I have nothing more to say. 


Then we come to the other provisions of 
the Bill. And here I must say that com- 
paring it with the measure of last year, I 
can hardly remember a case in which the 
Opposition to it, so much criticised at the 
time, has been more completely justified. 
What were the main grounds of that 
opposition? Ihave been refreshing my 
memory as to what was said at the 
Second Reading of the Bill last year, and 
the position which some of us took up. 
So far as I was concerned, my main 
grounds of objection were two. In 
the first place I strongly objected to 
the provision which enabled the 
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a number of prohibited areas from 
which aliens, whatever their character, 
were to be excluded. That provision 
has been dropped; it does not appear 
in the present Bill. It was absolutely 
indefens:ble and unworkable. The 
second main ground for criticism which 
I mentioned last year was that behind 
it there was what I thought an almost 
revolutionary proposal. It vested in the 
Home Secretary executive power, by his 
own act, without the protection of any 
preliminary judicial investigation, without 
any regard toany law of evidence, which 's 
the safeguard of our liberties, to refuse 
admission to alien immigrants and to 
expel them from this country. I point 
out that that provision is substantially 
dropped out of the measure now before 
the House. And what remains? There 
does remain a feature in this Bill which 
I regard as very objectionable, and 
which we shall do our very best to 
remove. It is the first provision of the 
third Sub-section of Section 1, which 
enables the Home Secretary or the 
immigration officer to refuse admission 
to an immigrant who “‘ cannot show that 
he has in his possession, or is in a 
position to obtain, the means of decently 
supporting himself and his dependents.” 
I agree with the right hon. Member for 
Forest of Dean that when you come to 
analyse the figures, the plea of urgency 
—if ever there was urgency for a measure 
of this kind—is less intense now than it 
was a few years ago. So far as I can 
make out, after careful investigation, 
the notion that there is anything in the 
nature of a steady and increasing influx 
of more or less destitute immigrants who 
are competing in the labour market 
with the British working man and oust- 
ing him from employment is one wh ch 
does not stand the test of investigation. 
That there are special areas which suffe 
inconvenience [ am not prepared to 
deny; but I am dealing with the broad 
general proposition, and [ do not think. 
if you take the country as a whole, and 
the statistics as a whole, that anv such 
case as that can be made out. That 
being so, it appears to me that this 
provision which enables an immigration 
officer to exclude an alien on the ground 
of poverty, and poverty alone, is both 
objectionable in principle, and will be 
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found unworkable in practice. It is 
objectionable in principle because some 
of the best strains in our population were 
founded in days gone by by persons who 
could not have stood such a test. Mere 
poverty—it may be the result of perse- 
cution—in a person who comes to this 
country, of good character and prepared 
to contribute his stock of ability or 
intelligence to productive employment 
here, ought not to be a barrier to his 
coming. How are you to ascertain 
whether a man has in his possession, or 
is in a position to obtain, the means of 
supporting himself? The test can be 
evaded in a hundred ways, and will be 
evaded; and I do not believe, however 
skilful and energetic your immigration 
officer mav be, that you will find that a 
test of this sort can be effectually 
applied, or that it will exclude any 
appreciable number of alien immigrants. 


The hon. Member for Forest of Dean 
has called attention to the importance of 
preserving the right or privilege of asylum 
in this country, not only for the victims of 
political but of religious persecution also, 
I gather that the Government. itself 
recognises the importance of this, but 
the words they have chosen seem to me 
totally inadequate, and would really mean 
the exclusion of a large number of refu- 
gees. Take these who have arrived during 
the last twelve months from Russia. 
{ do not suppose that one in ten could 
show that they were seeking admission 
solely for the purpose of avoiding per- 
secution. We want words that are far 
wider and more elastic if we are to carry 
out the common object of us all—which 
is that these unfortunate persons, victims 
of social and political prejudices, shall in 
the future, as in the past, receive free 
admission to our shores. 


I come next to a provision which is a 
very substantial improvement upon the 
Bill of last year—that provision which 
enables an appeal from the Immigration 
Office to what is called the Immigration 
Board. But I am not at all satisfied with 
the composition and qualifications of this 
board, and I hops that a little more atten- 
tion will be given to its constitution. One 
other point, and it is a very important 
one, is that of definition of the alien that 
is to be excluded by Clause 8. It is 
absolutely essential that provision shall 

Mr, Asquith, 
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be made for persons who make this coun- 
try a temporary residence before pro- 
ceeding to their ultimate destination. | 
think the word “immediately ” ought to 
be struck out of the clause. In con- 
nection with this point, I may perhaps 
be allowed to relate a personal experience. 
Two months ago I was taken to the 
Jewish shelter in Whitechapel, where, 
for months past, a benevolent body of 
gentlemen have been devoting their 
energies to dealing with the Jewish 
refugees pouring into this country from 
Russia. TI saw there three or four 
hundred of these men, and, if one might 
judge from their appearance and con. 
versation, they were not in any sense 
undesirable aliens. All of them, or 
nine out of every ten, had come here, 
not as permanent settlers, but on 
their wav to other countries. Thi 
great bulk were drafted to Argentina 
or Canada where they would find 
remunerative employment and engage in 
agriculture. On the other hand, this is a 
process which takes time. Many of them 
had been here two, three, or four months, 
but they had been perfectly well looked 
alter and every possible provision was 
being male for their speedy movement 
to their ultimate destination. Certainls 
they would have been unable to bring 
themselves within the definition of this 
clause. And it is absolutely essential 
that provision should be made for persons 
of this class. 


I am strongly of opinion that the 
expectations entertained by the Govern- 
ment, that if the Bill is carried 
into law it will effect important and 
drastic changes, are not founded upon 
probability, and I believe that the Bill 
when it comes to be put into practical 
operation will turn out, if not a dead 
letter, to have very little practical effect. 
In this belief T think I am justified by 
the experience of other countries. But, 
so jar as | am concerned, [ am not pre- 
pared to refuse it a Second Reading, 
although when it gets into Committee 
we shall press these points, which we con- 
sider of supreme and vital importance, 
with all the energy at our disposal. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The right 
hon. Gentleman has told the House he is 
not opposed to any leg’slation on this 
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subject. I gathered from his speech of 
last vear and his speech to-night, that he 
is practically in favour of the second 
part of the Bill; that is to say, there 
is very little difference of opinion 
with regad to the power of expul- 
sion which we with regard to 
criminal! or undesirable aliens. The right 
hon. Gentleman asks me Questions with 
regard to the composition of the examin- 
ing board at the ports. I entirely agree 
that the.e should be a mazistrate always 
on that board, and it is th» intention of 
th: Government to make it so. Wehope, 
and have reason to believe, that we shall 
reccive considerab!e assistance from the 
Jewish Board of Guardians. We fully 
recognis » work they do for these 
aliens, and we are anxious to get their 
assistance and let them share in carrying 
out the regulations which will particularly 
aject their co-religionists. ‘lhe Govern- 
nient feel that a magistrate should be 
brought in, as the matter could not be leit 
to a Court of summary jurisdiction 
we could not have a Court 
of summary jurisdiction always sitting. 
We hope to secure a magistrate on each 
cecasion the board sits, and | am pre- 
pared to make it compulsory that a 
magistrate should sit on the board. 
We hope also to get the assistance of those 
who are accustomed to Poor Law ad- 
ministration. 


seek 


41 
the 


slice 


The right hon, Gentleman has made 
an appeal to me on behalf of one 
class, namely, the immigrant who comes 
here in transit and who waits here until 
he is ii a position to go to his future 
home. It if the right hon. 
Gentleman wished to make the alien’s 
time here as pleasant as possible—in fact 
ihat we ought to welcome him, that we 
siould rather attract this kind of person, 
We have a great many transmigrants 
who come here an] stay here, it may be 
tor months, sometimes as long as a year 
or two Years, and during the whole of that 
time they are obtaining benefits, it may be, 
irom our hospitals and from our Poor Law. 
After they have obtained, by working at 


looks as 


sweated wages, the necessary amount of 
money they then proceed to America. 
That class of man is not to be en- 
couraged, because he practically comes 
here to work off hisown “ undesirabil.ty.”’ 
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That is perfectly true, aid the 
alien could not go oa in many cases 
until he had done that. He comes here 
and cures his diseases at the expense of 
our hospitals, or ne is relieved by the 
Poor Law guardians, or by the Jewish 
Board of Guardians, and he receives a 
good deal of money and a good deal of 
attention from them, and in that way 
make himself a desirable alien, and so is 
accepted by the shipping companies. | 
think we must be very careful how 
jar we allow men to work off their 
disqua'ifications in this co.n‘ry. 


I tura to th» pont the right hon. 
Gentleman brought to my notice when he 
first addressed the House. He called in‘o 
ques. ioncertain figures which f had given 
inmy speech on the First Readiag of th s 
Bill to show the necessity ior it, and as 
showing that there was a grea er need 
for it this year than last. I told the right 
hon. Gentleman that I had taken thos» 
figures from the monthly Returns of Alien 
Immigration. [ hold in my hand tha 
particular Return, aad I find that the 
figures [ gave are correct. According to 
that R-turn 195,000 was the total number 
of aliens who arrived in this country. 
From that number I took off 99,000 for 
the aliens who were en route, and from 
the balance [ took off the number who 
were sailors, which reduced the figure 
which the right hon. Gentleman quoted to 
82.000. I further said some further 
deduction must be made for those who 
went out of this country in driblets, but 
that I thought that the greater portio. 
of those 82,000 did remain in this country. 
These figures are the same as those which 
appear in the Board of Trade Returns 
for the year. I had not see. the Board 
of Trade Retura as [ explained when I 
gave them; I gave them from the Alien 
teturn, 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL: Before he 
leaves that point might I ask the rigat 
hon. Gentleman whether he has deducted 
the number of aliens who have emigrated 
from this country. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Yes, as the 
hon. Member will see if he looks at 
page 39 of the Return, if he first 
makes a deduction of the trais- 
migrants and then of the sailors. Then 
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there must be deducted a further 7,000, 
because the Beard of Trade officers say 
that the officers of Customs have ascer- 
tained that 7,000 or so have gone to 
other countries, but still there remain 
75,000 a8 compared with 59,000 in 1903, 
and 58,000 in 1902. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL: But the 
right hon. Gentleman has not taken off 
the number of aliens who have left this 
country again. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I am quite 
aware of the other contention that has 
been made, and the argument which 
the nght hon, Baronet opposite draws 


from a comparison of the inward ard | 


outward ‘passenger lists.” But so far as 


this Bill is concerned those figures are | 


not relevant. They would be relevant if 


this Bill aimed at aliens generally, but this | 


Bill is aimed at undesirable aliens who 


come over in immigrant ships. To | 


ascertain the numbers of those it is 
right to go to the ‘ Alien lists.” 
right hon. Paronet was kind enough 
to say in his opening remarks that 
he did not think [ intended to mis- 
lead the House, but that my figures 


were not correct. I now 
right hon, Baronet that the figures 


I gave were those which appear in the 
Return. 1 admitted Jast year, and am 
quite ready to admit aga‘n, that these 


figures can be no good test, that it is | 


impossible to obtain accurate figures of 


those who go out of this country in drib- | 
lets, but the figures I have given are | 
absolutely accurate so far as the aliens | 
whocome into this country are concerned, | 
It is absolutely impossible to obtain with | 


accuracy the figures of those who go out 
of this country, or whcther those who 
come to this country and do not 
60 out at once, go out at other times. 
That is the fa'laey which I think 
underlies the figures given by the right 
hon. PRaronet which are obtained from the 
inward and outward ‘‘ passenger lists,” 


Now I do not want to detain the 


House unnecessarily, but there are 
several other figures which TI have 
heen asked for, There has, I think, | 


been rather a disposition on the other 
side of the House to make ont that 
there has been no increase in the number 


Mr, Akers-Douglas, 
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of aliens in this country during the last 
two or three years, 

Sir CHARLES DILKE: Hear, hear! 

Mr. AKERS+- DOUGLAS: 1 join 
issue with the right hon, Baronet. 
What about the figures in regard to 
Poor Law relief and charitable relief? 
| We find that in London poor relief wa; 
granted in 1902 to; 5,234 aliens, and in 
1904 to 4,162. Was there a greater 
| period of distress ? 





Sir CHARLES DILKE: A 


/ number passing through, 


yreater 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Even then 
there are a greater number of aliens in 
the country at the time. I have taken 
out the figures with regard to Poor Law 
relief granted in Cardiff, Birmingham, 
Liverpool, Manchester, and Sheffield’, and 
I find that in 1902 relief was given to 
1,381 aliens, and in 1904 to 1,685, so 
that there has been an increase here. 
With regard to the relief given by the 
Jewish Board of Guardiatis, figu es given 
tome show that in 1902 17,790 aliens 
were relieved, and in 1904 22,859. All 
of these figures show that there were a 
| greater number of aliens in the country. 
Whether passing through or permanently 
resident here these figures do not show, 
/ but at the time there has been a larger 
population here, and that is the case I 
have endeavoured to make out to show 
the necessity for the Bill. 


I have already stated my views 
as to the undesirability of keeping 
the transmigrant long in this country. 
‘So far as our Bill is concerned we 
|do not propose to interfere with the 
/transmigrant. We want to put the fewest 
| difficulties we can in the way of the ship- 
| owner who brings the transmigrant or the 
| transmigrant himself, but I do not think 
| we can take into consideration the plea 
|put before us by the right hon. Gentle- 
/man the Member for the Forest of Dean 
eve we should support the practice of 
allowing the transmigrant to come here, 
‘and stay long enough to describe himself 
/as an emigrant from this country. I do 
| not think that it would be in the interest 
| of foreign countries to do so, because they 
would not be getting from here an English 
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emigrant, but an alien who has come 
here and has stayed a short time for the 
purpose of qualifying as an Englishman, 
and has gone on again. We must make 
it clear in the Bill if necessary—I believe 
it is clear—but we must make it clear 
that the transmigrant who is not 
interfered with by the examination must 
have some definite means of showing, 
whether by his ticket or otherwise, that 
he is going through to the West or to 
America, and going through without 
undue delay. To show the amount of 
reliet which these so-called transmigrants 
take, also the amount of cost which is 
put upon the charitable institutions and 
upon the rates in this country, let me 
take the figures which are given by the 
steamboat companies, or first of all 
hy the authorities at Liverpool, to 
which place some of these people who go 
to America and are refused admission 
come back. We know that last vear 
there was an increase, 352 were sent 
hack in 1902 and 1,198 last year. 
Many of these were suffering from 
disease, others were lunatics, and they 
were sent back from America to Liver- 
pool. Besides these, 814 foreign undesir- 
ables in 1903 and 1,721 in 1904 were 
refused passages from England to America 
by the steamship companies on the 
ground that they would be rejected when 
they got there. We have evidence 
that a certain number of them, but by no 
means the largest proportion, went to 
their homes, but a large number 
were sent to London, and a certain 
number remained in Liverpool. The 
vestry clerk in Liverpool said they had 
considerable expense cast upon them in 
respect of foreign lunatics sent back from 
the United States, who were dumped 
down in Liverpool and became a 
charge on their funds. The Chairman of 
Hospitals at Liverpool! said exactly 
the same of the large amount of extra 
work and cost put upon these institutions 
in dealing with these aliens who have 
been sent back to Liverpool from 
America and have been left there. That 
raises a point with regard to another 
question. We shall have to create 
a staff at Liverpool, in addition 
to building up a staff at these eight 
ports. It will be necessary to deal 
with a case of this sort, and to see 
that these undesirable aliens are not 
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dumped down in this country at the cost 
of the rates. 

The right hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean thinks 
that this Bill is unnecessary, and that if 
we wish to deal with the evils which we 
say exist, and which many Gentlemenon 
the other side of the House admit do 
exist, in the East End of London, they 
can be dealt with by the stricter alminis- 
tration of the existing law, or by the 
extension of the Factory Acts, that sweat- 
ing could be entirely stopped, and the 
chief evils now connected with the un- 
desirable alien in the East End of London 
put an end to. I am afraid I cannot 
agree with the right hon. Gentleman. 
There is no doubt that an efficient factory 
inspection is desirable and is necessary ; 
but [ do not think that that alone would 
deal sufficiently with this question, nor 
would any extension of the law 
such as would be acceptable to the 
people at large. We have never attempted 
to deal with the hours of labour 
of adult males in this country. 
We have never inte fered with adult male 
labour—— 


SeveraL HON. MEMBERS: Railway- 
men’s hours, and shop hours. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: We have 
never interfered with adult male labour in 
the sense of the Factory Act at all, nor 
have we ever had any legislation to compel 
employers to pay a certa n rate of wages, 
Unless you have something of that sort 
you cannot stop the sweating of the 
undesirable aliens who land here with 
little or nothing in their pockets, who 
have no trade, and who have to go to the 
lowest grade of labour and get what em- 
ployment they can. Therefore there is no 
law at the present moment nor ara we 
likely to pass one which would deal with 
this question of sweating. But we propose 
to dea! with this difficulty of the undesir- 
able alien in the East End of London by 
effectively controlling his entry into the 
couatry, and I believe that that is the 
most practical way in which the difficulty 
can be met. 


Another objection of the right hon. 
Gentleman is against interfering in any 
way w.th what is generally known as the 
right of asylum. 
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*Str CHARLES DILKE: I did not use 
the word “right.” 
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Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No. I was 
about to point out that there is no such 
thing asa “right” of asylum, but the 
practice which has existed of welcoming 
foreigners who were flying from political 
orreligious persecution in theirown lands. 
The right hon. Gentleman holds that we 
ought not to depart from a_ practice 
which has existed since the Middle Ages, 
when we readily welcomed a large in- 
flux of aliens from abroad. But I would 
like to point out that there is a vast 
difference between the class of undesirable 
aliens which this Bill proposes to deal 
with and the additions made to our 
population in those days. Not only 
were they not undcsitable in the present 
sense of the word, but they brought with 
them arts and crafts, and set up many 
manufactures which have been of 
the greatest benefit to this country. 
They would not have been brought 
within the meshes of this Bill at all. 
Many of them, at all events the Hague- 
nots—brought a considerable amount of 
money into this country, and, as every 
hon, Member who has studied those 
interesting immigrants knows, the French 
Amba-sador wrote in 1687 to Louis XIV. 
that 960.000 louis @or haJ been sent to 
the Mint for conversion into English 
coin. They were not at all on the 
same level as the people we wish to deal 
with. The right hon, Gentleman feared 
that bona fide political refugees would 
not be able to come into this country. 
{t is certainly not the intention, nor do 
I think under the operation of the Bill it 
would be the fact, that such refugees 
should be kept out. The right hon. 
Gentleman stated last vear that so excel- 
lent citizens who came to this country as 
Dalou, the sculptor, and the brothers 
Reclus, the geographers, would have 
been excluded, but I do not think they 
would have been caught by the meshes 
of this Bil’, because they would have 
been able to show that they were skilled 
artisans, or were perfectly well able to 


maintain themselves, and that they 
would not in any way become a 
charge on the country. We have 


put in a clause which safeguards, as 
we think, the genuine political refugee, 
and the right hon. Gentleman admits 
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that it constitutes an improvement on the 
Bill of last year. But he says that we 
do not go far enough. That question can 
be considered in Committee, but we must 
be careful in framing words to deal with 
the point not to allow the whole Act to 
be evaded by people coming here and say- 
ing they are suffering from political per- 
secution, 

The hon. Member for the Cleveland 
Division seemed to think that the 
Government and Members on this side 
were creating an Anti-Semitic move- 
ment. I disclaim any sach intention, 
and I am certain that that is not the 
desire of any Members on this side of 
the House. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: 


wish to imply that. 


I did not 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: One reason 
why I am anxious to get a settlement of 
this question of the regulation of the 
entrance of undesirables into this country 
is that I believe that if this grievance 
continues there is a chance in ignorant 
quarters of an Anti-Semitic movement 
arising. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I did nos 


wish to make any such imputation. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I am very 
glad the hon. Member does not impute 
to the Government or to myself any such 
intention. 


We are told that this Bill by its pro- 
visions will not keep out the undesir- 
able immigrant. That is not the im 
pression of those who drafted or intro 
duced the Bill. We believe that this Bill 
will have a very considerable efiect in its 
actual operation, but we also believ > that, 
as in the case of other countries, the 
passing of a Bill like this will have a 
iurther effect of a deterrent kind. Those 
who know the working of the Immigra- 
tion Acts of the United States are aware 
of the great deterrent effect they have. 
What we are most anxious to guard 
against is the liability to which we are 
at preset exposed of finding ourselves 
saddled with the worst and most un- 
desirable aliens, while the better class 
only come here to qualify themselves for 
proceeding further. The second part of 
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the Bill, dealing with the expulsion of 
ctimia! aliens, has been received on all 
sides of the House with approval ; and I, 
therefore, need not say anything with 
regard to it except that it is admittel 
that there has been a considerable in- 
crease in the alien criminal population in 
our prisons, and that I constantly receive 
complaints from Judges, chairmen of 
quarter sessions, and police magistrates 
of the amount of work that is cast upon 
them bv the indiscriminate welcome which 
we give to alien immigrants. The right 
hon. Member for Kast Fife pointed out to 
me last year that the Chief Magistrate and 
the Commissioner of Police were doubtful 
as to the efficacy of the measures we pro- 
I can assure him that the Chief 


ill 5 
posea 5 


Magistrate is not only satisfied with the | 


erms of the Bill this vear, but thinks 

both desirable aid workable. I do 
it think there are any other ques- 
tions [ need deal with at this stage of 
the bill; other points have been raised, 
ut they are purely Committee matters 
id can be better dealt with then. I, 
therefore, will only express the hope that 
the House will, if not unanimously, at 


ne i 


my rate by a large majority, pass the 
secoudd Reading of a Bill which Tam sure 


vill go a great way to meet the difficulty 
preseted by the immigration of un- 
lesirable aliens, 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): 
| desire to ask for information on one 
polut, viz., whether, under this Bill, 
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there will be power to expel the foreign | 
women who infest our streets, and the | 


vile men who live upon their earnings ? 


If not, the Bill will fa‘l to touch the | 
very worst feature of the question, You 
tak about undesirable aliens. Are 


there anv aliens so undesirable as these 
foreign women? They are absolutely 
ireclaimable ; many of them have been 
expelled from their own countries, but 
here they crowd the streets, and we 
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Mr. HAYES FISHER (Fulham): 
With regard to the point raised by the 
hon. Vember for Flintshire, I hope that 
in Committee my right hon. friend wil 
insert words such as appeared in the 
3ill of last year, under which there 
would be some chance of relieving our 
streets of a number of these foreign 
prostitutes, and more especially of those 
who live on the proceeds of prostitution. 


Mr. AKERS - DOUGLAS made an 
observation which was inaudible in the 
reporters’ gallery. 


Mer. HAYES FISHER: I had the 
impression that the words were not in 
this Bill, or that they were not so clearly 
stated as in the Bill of last vear, At all 
events, I take it that if they are not in, 
my right hon. friend will promise to have 
them or some such words inserted in 
Committee. A provision of that charac- 
ter and with that object is in almost 


every regulation which the various 
Colonies have for dealing with alien 
immigration. 

In joining the hon. and gallant 


Member for Stepney in welcoming this 
Bill, I should like to say that we 
who sit for constituencies in the far 
West of London consider that this is not 
oaly an Kast End question, but a London 
and a national question. I frankly 
almit that if you could take the whole 
of the alien popul.tion and distribute it 
amongst all the towns and cities in the 
United Kingdom it might not be a 
problem calling for legislation or one 
that could not be borne. But just as 
one river could carry a Certain amount 
of sewage, but not the sewage of the 
whole kingdom, so one portion of London 
cannot carry the whole of the pauper and 
diseased alien immigration which comes 
into thiscountry. Iam delighted to hear 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Member 


for East Fife is going to vote for the Bill. 


have no means of dealing with them. | 


Unless the Bill provides a clear and 
precise method of procedure for deal- 


ing with this great social evil it will | 


But if 


fail altogether. 
assurance that the 


we get an 


this class, I, for one, will gladly vote | 


for it, 





oppose. 


Mr. ASQUITH: Oh. no; I did not 


gay so. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER: I certainly 
understood the right hon. Gentleman to 


| say that he would. 
titan = 


Mr. ASQUITH: [I said I would jnot 
(‘‘ Hear, hear!” and laughter.]} 
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Mr. HAYES FISHER: The right hon. 
Gentleman has at any rate advanced 
upon his statement with reference to the 
Bill during the recess, when he described 
it as claptrap and gallery play. 


Mr. ASQUITH: So I say still. 
Mr. HAYES FISHER: I think the 


right hon, Gentleman will find that the 
Bill fis not so regarded in the country, 
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tion must, sooner or later, come into our 
gaols. There is no doubt that recently 
there has been a great increase of foreign 
alien immigration, and a still moe 
serious increase of foreign criminal 
immigration. I understand from the 
speeches of some hon. Members opposit: 
that they would not object to this 
Billif it gave power to export foreign 
criminal aliens from this country, 
That remedy is not needed, and it 





would merely be an aperient for the 
| disease. Why should we not, in regard to 
BUXTON (Tower | this question, have similar powers to those 





if he asks the hon. Member for Poplar. 


Mr. SYDNEY 
Hamlets, Poplar) : 
that the Government are using this | most every one of our Colonies? We 
measure asa shop-window Bill. | shall have to consider the future, and 
‘legislation will be required to meet the 
| probable large increase of pauper aliey 
/immigration. I know that in the sevep- 
| teenth century we practically said, “ Let 
| them all come,” but even then regulations 
| were made to distribute the alien popu- 


Mr. HAYES FISHER: The petty 
improvements suggested by hon. Members 
opposite could all have been put into the 
Bill of last year, because they were actu- 
ally put down by my right hon. friend 
the Home Secretary, and if we had not ; 
spent six days debating three lines in | London into the country because they 
Committee we should have had ample  WeT too thick “~‘ the ground, and they 
time to consider those Amendments, | Were sent to Norwich and many other 

| places. 

I should like to enforce one or two argu- | 
ments put forward by the hon, Member| ‘There are three great causes at work 
for Stepney. The right hon. Baronet the | which will tend to increase the number 


Member for the Forest of Dean thinks | of aliens coming to this country. In | 


that the figures show that there is no| the first place, in the near future you 
case for this Bill. But the supporters of | are likely to see a very great exodus of 
this Bill can afford to throw those figures | undesirable aliens from other countries. 
over, No figures were relied upon | Secondly, those countries which are rot 
by the Select Committee of 1888 and | atthe present moment actually congested, 
the Roval Commission of 1902, and | and where there is ample space for emi- 
the latter came to the conelusion that grants, are tightening up their laws and 
the only approach to accuracy was’ shutting their doors upon these aliens, 
to be found in the figures of the Census | and they will necessarily be driven to this 
Re urns, which showed that the number country. In the third place owing to 
of aliens in this country had doubled | our more humane Poor Law—and the 
between 1881 and 1901. They had a/ whole tendency is to make it  stiil more 
right to conclude from the criminal} humane—London has become a_ very 
statistics that there had been a large | desirable city for these foreign aliens. 
increase in the number of aliens. Those | Figures or no figures, the Report of the 
figures at any rate were accurate, and it | Royal Commission, and the evidence of out 
was only the other day that my right | own Census, has made out a strong ¢as? 
hon. friend quoted statistics which | for this country taking similar steps 
showed that the criminal alien population | which other countries and our Colonies 
of this country had exactly doubled | have taken to regulate and control the 
within the last five years. If the right | immigration of pauper aliens. I have no 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest | idea that we are going to make a new 
of Dean was right in his contention that heaven and earth by this Bill, or that I" 
there are only a few foreign aliens taking | will make Stepney into such a place as I 
up their residence in this country, it | would like to represent, but at the same 
seems to me than an enormous propor- | time I feel convinced that if the House 
| = 


I have always said | possessed by the United States and al. | 








| lation, and they were sent away from | 
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of Commons passes this measure into 
lw it will have the effect of expelling 
thousa.ds upon thousands of criminal 
jens and bad characters who now infest 
is, Who cause a great increase in our 
taxes for keeping up gaols, and who 
lower the whole tone of life amongst 


or people. The very note of 
warning which this Bill will sound 
will send many of these people away. 


{believe also that you will reduce, if youdo 
not altogether free yourselves from, those 
aliens who come here diseased and give 
10 other people the diseases which they 


have contracted in the countries they 
have left. In regard to pauper aliens, 
Tam certain we shall largely reduce the 


number of undesirables. Ido not think 
we ought to press the case of poverty 
too hard. I think there ought always 
to be a leaning towards those men whose 
character, so far as can be a:certained, 








shows that they are likely to turn out 
good citizens in this country, but at the 
ame time we must look to the people 
it home and to the fact that certain 
yeople who come here will soon place 
themselves on the Poor Law and aggravate 
the burdens our own people have to bear. 
We must look to the fact that we find 
purselves faced with social problems at 
nome, and I think we have a right to 
orotect our own Citizens in a way similar 
to that which has been adopted in the 
United States and in our Colonies. 


Mason SEELY: As one who was 
opposed to the objectionable features 
of the Bill on a previous occasion, 
I trust that the House will for- 
give me if I intervene and state why 
I intend to support the Amendment of 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
the Forest of Dean. After all, the hon, 
Member for Fulham has pointed out, and 
the right hoa. Gentlemen in charge 
of the Bill has stated that we in this 
House are entirely agreed as to expelling 
the criminal. There is no doubt what- 
ever that most of us desire to keep him 
out if itis at all possible to do so. Our 
only doubt is as to whether it can be 
done. We desire to keep out prostitutes 
and those who live by prostitution, but 
where we really differ is in the definition 
of “undesirable alien.’” Now, if I may 
venture to put it in a nutshell, the point 
is this. This Bill proposes to keep out 
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a Jew when he is poor, and to admit 
a Jew when he is rich. I thought that 
probably hon. Members would not ap- 
preciate that way of putting it. The 
undesirable is to be excluded if he cannot 
show that he is in possession of, or is in 
a position to obtain, a decent way of 
supporting himself. I do not take the 
view of some hon. Members. I do not 
wish to keep out Jews or anybody, pro- 
vided they are neither criminal nor 
diseased. But if you are going to keep 
out the one or the other, I am not sure 
that it would not be wiser to keep out 
the rich Jew and admit the poor Jew. 
I confess there is much to be said for the 
view I have ventured to put before the 
House. It is admitted that there is a great 
evilinthe East End of London—an evil 
which we all deplore—but that it is con- 
fined to London isconclusively shownby the 
Report to which the right hon. Gentleman 
has referred. If hon. Members will look 
at the part in regard to aliens relieved 
they will see that the number is so trivial 
as to make it obvious that we shonld not 
sacrifice the great principle of asylum for 
so small a matter. The hon. and gallant 
Member for the Central Division of 
Sheffield was responsible some years ago 
for the Merchandise Marks Act. I think 
this Bill is very likely to have a similar 
effect. It will do no real good for the 
purpose for which it is intended, but it 
will gravely injure the shipping interest. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: Does the 
hon, Gentleman suggest that the 
Merchandise Marks Act injured the 
shipping trade ? 


MasJor SEELY : I do not suggest that 
it has injured the shipping trade. I say 
that that legislation which the hon. Gentle- 
man supported with the view of keeping 
out foreign goods has advertised those 
goods and defeated the object he had in 
view, and I say that probably the result 
of this measure will be to do little good 
and much harm to a flourishing industry. 
Other countries have tried to do what is 
now proposed, and their efforts have 
resulted in total failure. Many hon. 
Members have pointed to what has been 
done by the United States. They made 
much of the fact that the United States 
sent people back. It is obvious that 
they have not read the Report issued by 
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the Board of Trade as to emigration and 
immigration. Thatis not to be wondered 
at, sceing that it has just come out. If 
they will turn to page 9 they will find 
the following— 

“Special inquiry was made by this Depart- 
ment in May, 1904, with the view of ascertaining, 
so far as possible, what becomes of the aliens 
sent to London, and the 
that time tended to show that the great majority 
of these eventually succeed in reaching their 
desired destination, sometimes after a pre- 
liminary period of waiting in London, during 
which medical treatment is obtained at the 
hospitals and = dispensaries, but frequently 
without such interval.” 

I think that shows how tinv an effect 
the measure can have in curing the 
admitted evils. The evils are great, but 
the problem is a much deeper one than 
an alien problem and cannot be dealt 
with by this method. If once we admit 
the principle of the Bill, we abandon one 
of the highest principles on which the 
State has been built up. I will never 
abandon it. I agree with the right hon. 
Baronet that the evils which exist are not 
concerned alone with alien immigration, 
The evils are particularly concerned with 
sweating, long hours. and crowded 
houses in the East End. These cannot 
'e dealt with by the present measure. 
We are all agreed as to the keeping out 
of the criminal, but we are not agreed 
about keeping out a man because he is 
poor. [shall support the Amendment as 
a protest against that portion of the Bill. 
It is not wise for a Christian people to 
begin this sinister form of legislation. 
We can now say that where a man is 
uaked we clothe him; when he is a 
stranger we take him in. We have not 
done badly, and T for one will heartily 
oppose any attempt at legislation such 
as this. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I take a 
somewhat different view of this Bill from 
that taken by some hon. Members on this 
side of the House. Tsupported the Second 


that the Government were in earnest in 
regard to this question. I think experi- 


|\COMMONS } 
| objected at the start to the great opposi- 


evidence obtained at © 


! /asylum as far as possible. 
Reading of the Bill last year believing | 


, the 


ence shows that at that time the! 
Government did not very much care | 
whether the Bill passed or not. The Bill 


now before the House is, in my opinion, a 

better measure than that of last year. 

am bound to say that, although I rather | 
Major Seely. 


| 
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tion with which the Bill of last year 
was met, I am glad that that opposition 
was developed, because I believe thatthe 
present Bill affords an absolute and com. 
plete justification of the opposito1 of 
last session, for every objection, with one 
exception, taken to the Bill then before 
the House has been either met or at- 
tempted to be met in the provisions of 
this measure. Now, I have no desire to 
exaggerate this question. I have regretted 
to observe, both inside and outside the 
ep an attempt to make this a very 


big question. It is not a very bis 
question, though it affects very mater- 
ially certain parts of the kingdom. I do 


not know anybody who supports the Bil 
who would contend that, if tle 
were distributed throughout the w! 
the Kingdom, there would be 
grievance, or that there would be 
any need for legislation. The two reasons 
which lead me to support the ill are, 
first, that we are getting left in the 
country, year by year, a worse class of 
aliens than was the case some years 
and, secondly, that the agerava ted 
position and congestion in those « Listriet 
where the grievance is particula: felt 
is ceriainly not diminishing, eg 
coming Worse year by year. 


}: 
atlelis 
iole of 


any 


ath * 
alo; 


is be- 


There are three points in connec- 
tion with this Bil! to which reference: 
has been made. First, the pri 
of asylum; second, the question o! 
criminals; and third, the question of 
economic undesirables. I entirely 
with mv right hon. friends the Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean and tie 
Member for East Fite on the question of 
the admission of political immigrants, 
and I believe that in Conmiitee the 
Government will be prepared to give the 
most favourable consideration to Amend- 
ments moved from any quarter of the 
House, designed to protect the right ot 
We are all 
agreed as to the desirability.of excluding 
the criminal alien, but it is in regard to 
uneconomic and undesirable alien 
that I join issue with some of ny hon. 
friends. I feel very strongly that che 


neiple 


agree 
Leet 


| present admission of these uneconon¢ 
| and 


I| | Tegul: ation and discrimination, and that it 


socially undesirable aliens re wires 


is time some en‘rance stan lard was set 








im 


$0) 

nt 
Ten 
Vea 

















z 


- 


are 


zeae 


eet 


eee 


bi 





Aliens 


761 


up. The only class of immigrants to 
which I have any strong objection are 
Russians and Poles, who, unfortunately, 
are coming into the country in greater 
mumbers year by year. I am. quite 
certain that very few of them add to the 
strength, the wealth, or the welfare of the 
nation. I am sure there is no feeling in 
regard to this matter because the-e 
Russians and Poles happen to be Jews. 
The question ef race does not arise. The 
objection we have to them is that they 
are in a totally different state of civilisa 
tion from what we desire in this country ; 
that neither in race, r-ligion, feeling, 
language, nor blood are they suitable or 
advantageous to us, and that thev are by 
far the most destitute of ,all the aliens 
yho come to these shores. Th? 
serious matter, and the real argument for 
this Bill, is that this particular class ot 
immigrant has been increasing year by 
The figures in rela ion to them are 
sy remarkable that they fully justify the 
atroduction of the Bill. Taking the last 
ren years—the figures for the last twenty 
vears Would have been still more s riking 
—I find that, while, of the total of 28,000 
immigrants in 1894, 7,500 were Russians 
ind Poles, last year the number of 
and Poles had increased to 
16,000 as against an increase to 49.70) of 
il the other nationalities. That is to sav, 
while the better clas of immigrants to 
vhich there is no objection had not 
oubled, the worst Russia‘is and Poles had 
multiplied six-fold. Those figures show 
that the time has come when some dis- 
cretion should be exercised in regard 
‘o the admission of these immigrants. 
hen it is said that some of the number 
vere in trans t to Amer‘ca and it would 
bea pity to interfere with them. That 
strue, but it means that the best class of 


most 


Russians 


immigrants possess sufficient funds to 
take them on to America, whereas those 
less efficient and less enterprising are left 
in this country to dous harm. The regu- 
lations in America are so strict that they 
will not take anything approaching the 
dass of immigrant to which we are now 
accustomed. We get from the East of 
Europe the refuse of the immigrants. I 
confess it looks to me that the time has 
come to check this great influx of the 
Worst class. 
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I agree that certain remedies are t» 
be found in the efforts to deal with 
sweating, housing, and the conditions of 
labeur, and that they are steps in th» 
right direction. Speaking for those in the 
Kast of London, [can say that it is not 
thecompeteut or the ordinarily intelligent 
alien to which we object. We object to 
the class of alien wh'ch cause tie lowering 
of the rate of wages and of the socia! 
position of the worker; which lead t: 
overcrowding and all those evils, to remed > 
which this House endeavours t» apply 
itself. This Bill is a considerable step in 
the way of the social reform we all have 
at heart. One of the greatest difficulties 
with which we have to contend is the 
addition fro.n time to time of the lowest 
cla-s of labour workers who will not join 
a tiade union and who come over here 
ignorant, poverty-stricken, and very 
likely not even knowing the language. 
rhat is the class of immigrants that 
breaks down the rate of wages. It is 
these aliens who are the despair of th» 
trades unions and the Goverament 
officials. Inspector after inspector in their 
reports lave come to the conclusion that 
one of the greatest difficulties in the 
carrying out of the Factory Acts is found 
where this kind of alien has to be met. 
One or two hon. Members have argued 
against the Bill because a considerable 
number of aliens do not come upon the 
rates. I should prefer them to come 
upon the rates rather than drive the 
British working men upon them, as is 
the case in a large number of trades at 
the present moment. The Royal Com- 
mission, although they did not say that 
the men employed in skilled trades are 
actually driven out of work, did say 
that the competition of the alien has 
very largely displaced British labour 
in London. 

Whilst not desiring an entire ex- 
clusion of aliens, IT sav that we are 
entitled to ask that there sha!l be some 
discrimination in the way that they are 
at present admitted into this country. 
To my mind the real advantage of this 
Bill is not the exclusion of the particular 
individual when he is landed from the 
ship, but the discouragement it will give 
to the ordinary alien on the Continent 


to come here at all. We want to put up 


the notice that “In future no rubbish 
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will be allowed to be shot here,” and we 
shall put the onus of the calculation 
and the cost of taking back the alien to 
whom objection is found on the ship- 
ping companies. What we want and 


what America already has is a sort of | 


filter of the alien before he is landed. 
America has a three-fold system. In the 
first place the ecst of the fare to America 
is sufficiently considerable to ensure that 


deterrent and discrimination which is so | 


desirable. Then there is great discrimina- 
ation shown by the shipping companies 
themselves. The result is that the best 
emigrants are selected by the shipping 
companies for the United States i 
the residue left over are sent 
England. 


unless thev come up to some standard of 
fitness, 
the evil is very serious, an! unless a 
remedy is found for it we shal! find the 
foreign element increasing to so great an 
extent that a large portion of London 
will be practically uninhabitable except 
by these foreigners. Twenty years ago 
the percentage of foreigners in White- 


chapel was 12 per cent.; now it is 
nearly 40 per cent., and other | 


parts of London are suffering in the 
same way. I think that any practical 
step in the direction of reducing the 
number of these aliens will be a great 
advantage to the community at large. 
[ cannot vote for the Amendment because 


it is directed against the Second Reading | 
I shall therefore vote for | 


of the Bill. 
the Second Reading in the hope that the 
Government will in 


for East Fife. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN (Birmingham, 
W.): I have never yet spoken on this 
subject, and do not now propose to speak 
at length; I hope to conclude my few 


observations before the House adjourns | 
I confess that what I | 


for the interval, 
have heard of the debate leaves me in 
considerable difficulty as regards appre- 
ciation of the position of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, It seems to me that they 
can hardly have appreciated the principle 
of the Bill. We have heard the details 
of the subject excellently treated by the 


Mr. Sydney Buxton, 
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and | 

to | 
IT want it to be understood | 
abroad, as it is understood in regard to | 
America, that aliens will not be received | 


So far as London is concerned | 


Committee amend | 
the Bill in many of the directions indi- | 
cated by my right hon. friend the Member | 
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_hon. Member for Poplar, but we have not 
heard anything of what, to my mind, js 
very much more important —of the 
principle which underlies the Bill and 
imakes the Bill only a step towards 
much greater things. This Bill is de- 
fended partly because, as we are told, 
these aliens are undesirable, because they 
are frequently diseased and often 
‘criminal. I am not inclined to lay 
the slightest stress on these points, 
| though I do not doubt that there is 
{evidence to show, and that facts do 
show, that they bring a larger propor- 
tion of diseased and vicious persons into 
our midst than would be the case with 
ordinary immigrants. But the principal 
reason why this Bill is brought on and 
why it is supported by all of us is be- 
cause it is an effort to protect the work- 
‘ing classes of this country against the 
labour, the underpaid labour, of a class 
| of immigrants sent here. After all, then, 
| we see that the other side have made 
| some progress in regard to fiscal reform. 
| The step, a very small one, between a Bill 
which keeps out this low class of labour, 
which prevents it being brought in to 
reduce the wages and lower the standard 
of life of the working-class population in 
this kingdom—the step is very little 
indeed to another Bill which I hope will 
be introduced before long to prevent the 
goods these people make from coming 
into the same competition. That being 
so, as it clearly is, [should have expected 
that the Opposition would have taken 
the line they took on a former occasion. 
i should have expected that they would 


| vote against the Bill unanimously, 
as they would against anything 
that interfered with the delights 


of the frre import system. I should 
| have thought that they would have 
‘known, and would have acted on the 
knowledge, that it is as vicious to inter- 
fere with the free importation of men as 
with the free importation of goods. I do 
not fora moment blame them for the 
_ action they took, though I was surprised 
at the part some of them took, especially 
those who claim to be the representatives 
of labour, though I have never seen the 
slightest ground for the assumption that 
they represent labour in any more com- 
petent sense than other Members who are 
returned for working-class constituencies 
—still I say, on that assumption, I was 
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surprised to find that three so-called 
labour representatives voted against the 
Bill and all the rest kept away. 
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Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): That is what 
you always do now when you are in a 
tight place. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Tam grateful 
to the hon. Member for an explanation 
of the reason for their conduct. He and 
his friends were in a tight place, then ? 
They flattered us by following our ex- 
ample, I am quite satisfied with that 
admission, and will not ask anything 
further as to the position of labour re- 
presentatives. But now I want to 
ask why other Members who do not 
claim that title in any special sense, 
why they, having voted against the Bill 
on the former oceasion, are going to 
vote for it now? On the last occasion 
they voted against the Bill; why do they 
vote for it now ? 


SeveraL HON. MEMBERS: 
different Bill. 


It is a 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, but 
the arguments are not different. I think 
there are other hon. Gentlemen in a 
tight place. We ask the question, but 
we do not care whether we get an answer 
We know the reason. We 
know perfectly well that in this matter the 
working people of this country have been 
too strong forthe freeimporters. There 
is a grievance here of which it has been 
truthfully said it is only local, though 
it afleets more localities than hon. Mem- 
bers opposite choose to admit, but while 
it affects most seriously that district in 
which every Member and candidate has 
already been converted, it is beginning to 
affect other districts than the East End of 
London, including my own constituency, 
when the working men begin to complain 
of the kind of competition of which we 
also complain when we put before you 
a programme for giving greater and 
better-paid employment in this country. 
They complain that it is not fair com- 
petition, The Commission reported 
that the competition does not materially 
interfere with skilled labour, and I am 
not certain that if it did there would be 
the same reason for keeping it out. If 
the immigrants, like the Huguenots"of the 
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or not, 
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seventeenth century, taught us new 
trades, new skill, then indeed we might 
welcome them, but the competition is 
against unskilled labour, which is the 
first to suffer from non-emplovment. 
We know that when the Board of Trade, 
in the Labour Gazette, shows that there 
are 2 or 5 per cent. of the members of a 
great trade union out of employment, it 
is of no importance whatever as compared 
with the number of unskilled labourers 
which are at the same time thrown out 
of employment. It is on the unskilled 
labour the want of employment falls 
heaviest and first, it is upon the unskilled 
labour, the casual labour, that this immi- 
gration produces the greatest mischief. 
It must be so; the immigrants come in 
to compete with our labourers and work 
at wages they could not earn in their own 
countries. 
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SeveraL HON. MEMBERS: They are 
protected countries. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: They come 
in to earn wages they cannot earn in 
their own country; and I believe that is 
more truly the reason than the allegations 
of persecution upon which hon. Members 
have laid much stress. They come in and 
they take up work which up to recent 
times was in possession of the working 
men of this country, not skilled labour, 
but that kind of labour which is most 
urgently required; and they do not 
themselves benefit by the continuance of 
the immigration; with the constant 
influx of these people they cannot do 
what they otherwise might to improve 
their position, If by earning a few 
shillings a week for a short time they 
remained and gradually raised the level 
of payment there would be less to 
complain of; but there is no chance of 
that because they are followed by fresh 
tides of immigrants. It is often said 
that anybody who looks at this question 
as I do, entirely from a British point of 
view, is guilty of Anti-Semitism. There 
is no feeling of Anti-Semitism in the 
movement against this immigration. 
I remember speaking with Lord Ferdi- 
nand Rothschild on the subject; he is a 
most munificent donor to Jewish charities, 
and he told me that he was alarmed lest 
by chance the movement should turn in 


that direction; but he admitted that it 
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was not in the interest of those who 
thought with him to encourage the 
immigration, because the result would be 
that what at present was purely and en- 
tirely an economic grievance might 
become a national grievance. So 1] 
believe we are the best friends of those 
poor Jews who are here in preventing 
their lot being made worse. But I rose 
chiefly to point out to the House—as I 
shall point out to the country and prob- 
ably to future Houses of Commors— 
that we have taken the first step; we 


took it when we passed the Fair 
Wages Resolution. But what was 
the meaning of that, if now we do 


not take the second? By the Fair 
Wages Resolution no Government order 
van be given to anv man who does not 
pay fair wages. 
can be given for any product of these 
underpaid aliens, You who are anxious 
to keep aliens in this country, and 
encourage them to come by leaving the 
country open to them, vote against giv- 
ing them work when they come here. 
The two things go tcgether. If vou are 
anxious to receive the poor aliens, you 
must be ready to accept them under 
their necessary conditions, and you must 
find them work, even though it does not 
fetch the fair wages you have demanded 
for it. The whole of our action, at any 
rate, is based on the belief that the 
time has come to protect the working 
man in his employment. We agreed 
with you in the Fair Wages Resolution, 
and with the same object we agree with 
this Bill. As I have said, I believe 
there is absolutely no iogic in saying 
that these men may not come in, but 
shall remain in Hamburg or Poland, and 
there produce the goods which you 
would refuse to take from them if they 
made them in this country. 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): The right 
hon. Gentleman has made a speech to 
which we have all listened with the 
greatest interest, but I do not know 
that the Government will thank him for 
it. The Home Secretary certainly did 
not present the view of the case that 
the right hon, Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham has done; in fact, 
the right hon. Gentleman appears to 
have let the cat out of the bag, in words 
which cannot be palatable to the 


Mr J. Chamberlain, 


{COMMONS} 





No order, therefore, | 
refreshing it is to hear the right hon. 
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Government, or to free-traders on that 
side of the House, or to my hon. friend 
the Member for Poplar who has just 
declared his intention of supporting this 
Bill, which we are now told is a pro- 
tectionist Bill, founded on the principles 
of protection which the right hon, 
Gentleman the Member for West Bir. 
mingham desires to introduce into this 
country. It is true it is only a small 
step, but we are told it is a step in the 
right direction, and it is on that ground 
and that ground alone the right hon, 
Gentleman supports it. As usual, the 
right hon. Gentleman’s intervention in 
the debate has attracted a certain 
number of votes to our side, or, at any 
rate, has prevented a certain number of 
Members from voting for the Bill who 
otherwise would have done so. How 


Gentleman unmuzzled! And how re- 
freshing it is to him to be unniuzzled! 
He has not run away to-day as he has 
run away before, but he is in his place 
to speak for and to present his brief in 
support of the Bill. f should like to ask 
if the —— 


And it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING, 


ALIENS BILL. 
[SreconD READING. ] 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment to (Question [2nd 
May], “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Which Amendment was— 


“To leave out all the words after the word 
‘that’ and add the words ‘ this House holding 
that the evils of low-priced alien Jabour can 
best be met by legislation to prevent sweating, 
desires to assure itself before assenting to the 
Aliens Bill that sufficient regard is had in the 
proposed measure to the retention of the prin- 
ciple of asylum for the victims of persecution.’ 
—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question again proposed, ‘That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 
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*Mr. EMMOTT, continuing his speech, 
said: It willbe interesting to the House to 
know whether the reasons which the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham gives for supporting this 
Bill, as a step in the direction of protec- 
tion, recommend themselves to the Prime 
Minister, and whether the Prime Minister 
is going to recommend those grounds to 
the House for the passing of the Bill. 
Why is it that these aliens come to this 
country at all? The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham said it 
was because they got better wages. Why 
do they get better wages? Is it not because 
the conditions in this free-trade country 
ate better than in the protectionist 
countries? But if hon. Gentlemen 
opposite knew that the exclusion of aliens 
was not only desirable but necessary, why 
was not this Bill brought in earlier, why 
did not the right hon. Gentleman urge the 
introduction of this Bill at an earlier 
period ? The right hon. Member for West 
Birmingham taunted the Opposition with 
having changed their view, but has he 
not changed his view? Was he, in 1894, 
in favour of this measure because it was 
the first step towards protection? He 
certainly did not advocate it then on 
those grounds and therefore I take it that 
was not his view. So far as Iam concerned 
I frankly admit that I have changed my 
views during the last twelve months. I 
was not here during the debate twelve 
months ago, but had I been here and 
had I been asked to vote aye or no I 
should have gone into the lobby in 
support of the Bill. I have changed my 
views, and am going to support the 
Amendment of my right hon. friend. 


I maintain that we have a perfect right 
to exclude aliens from this country if their 
ptesence is undesirable. I go further 
and say it is our duty to exclude them 
if their presence here interferes with the 
well-being of our own people. I admit 
also, as I think all Members who have 
spoken from this side of the House do 
admit, that the Bill of this year is a 
better and more workable Bill than that 
of last year, and I maintain that the 
obstruction of last year has been amply 
and abundantly justified by the changes 
which have been made in the Bill as 
against that of last year. I may be 
asked, therefore, why I op;ose or criticise 


{2 May 1905} 
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the Bill of this year. I will give the 
answer in one sentence. It is because of 
the extraordinary weakness! of the case 
made out on behalf of the Bill. Every 
supporter of the Bill on the Unionist side 
of the House has thrown over the statis- 
tical side of the case, they have been 
obliged to resort to prophecy, to fore- 
tell what is going to happen in the 
future rather than what is happening at 
present. They have evolved out of their 
own inner consciences an imaginary case, 
acase not supported by statistics or facts 
on the floor of this House. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Home Secretary rested 
his case on certain figures, which he gave 
to the House. Now, I can quite under- 
stand hon. Members opposite magnifying 
a small case into a very large one for elec- 
tioneering purposes, and if that is their 
position now it is merely part of the 
game of Party politics, and I do not 
blame them for that in the slightest 
degree. But when a case is so bad 
that the Minister in charge of a 
Bill has to rely on figures and statistics 
so misleading that any fool with 
five minutes study can discover the 
fallacy of them, then surely the case for 
the Bill is damned and the Bill itself 
shown to be a very bad specimen cf 
window dressing. In introducing this 
Bill the Home Secretary rested his case 
on an import of 82,000 immigrants who 
were not stated to be going directly out 
of this country. Now I want to know 
whether the Home Secretary when he 
made that statement had read the 
paragraph on page 10 of the Paper 
presented to us yesterday showing how 
small was the balance of immigrants 
over emigrants. Did the Home Secre- 
tary know of that paragraph or not? It 
is only possible to suppose that he did 
not, because if he did, by the figures he 
gave he would have been intentionally 
deceiving the House, and that I cannot 
and will not believe. But if he did not 
know of it then we cannot do otherwise 
than accuse the right hon. Gentleman of 
culpable ignorance on a matter of great 
importance so far as this question is 
concerned. 


What is the case that has been 
made out for the Bill? It is said 
first of all that the excess of foreign 
aliens has depressed the wages of the 


2C2 
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working people of this country, but there 
13 ample evidence to show firstly that these 
aliens have brought new tradeswith them, 
and secondly there is ample evidence to 
show that where they have competed 
with our working population there has 
been an increase in wages and a de- 
ercase of hours in the trades in question 


quite as great as in other trades. 
Another ground for this Bill is 
that the introduction of these aliens 


leads to sweating, but there is evidence 
to show that the result of their coming 
into this country has only been that 
there have been new sub-divisions of 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 


wrote with such a grasp of his subject 
that I feel justified in quoting his figures. 
But the figures presented by the Board 
of Trade Returns are not alarming 
figures, the total increase during the 
last three years is very, very small. It 


772 
le 


is the smallest total of any progressive 


'country in the wor'd, and if we are 


going to carry out this Bill it may result 


in a serious loss of transport and a serious 


‘danger, too, in the upsetting of our 


labour and that the sweating does not. 


arise from their competition but from the 
competition of women. It isthe blacklez 
of our own country rather than the alien 
of others who is to be blamed for the 
sweating that exists. I consider the 
action of the Labour Members in this 
siouse contrasts very favourably with 
that of hon. Members opposite upon 
this Bill; they have had a very difficult 
part to play, and they have spoken with 
great courage in a_ situation which 
might have easily led them to display 
the white feather. With regard to the 
figures of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Home Secretary, they have been 
sufficiently dealt with by my right hon. 
friend the Member for the Forest of 
Dean. ‘There was, however, one figure 
which he did not alluae to. The right 
hon. Gentleman said the immigrants for 
the first three months of this year were 
14,000 in excess of the immigrants for 
the corresponding period last year, but 
he omitted to state that the excess of 
emigrants from this country for the 
same period was 15,000. 


Would 


got 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: 
the hon. Member sav where he 
those figures ? 


*Mr. EMMOTT: Certainly. From a 


signed article in the Manchester Guardian. | 
[ should perhaps have said I have not | 


verified them. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Signed by 


whom ? 


shipping. If you carried out this Bill 
in its entirety how many people are you 
going to stop coming into this country ! 
I do not believe you will stop 100; but 
be it 100 or be it 500, what effect can 
that have on the question of wages 
and sweating or overcrowding? With 
regard to the crimina! and diseased 
foreigners we all agree that if we 
cannot stop them when they come in 
we should as soon as possible expel 
them when they are found out. The 
only argument we have heard to-night 
in favour of the Bill was that put for- 
ward by the hon. Member for Poplar, 
namely, that it was the best men who went 
away and the worst that remained with 
us. That is a question to which very 
serious attention, | think, should be given. 
We have heard of scmething of that 
kind with regard to miners in Scotland 
On the other hand there is a good deal of 
evidence telling in another direction, be- 
cause the reports of the Jewish school- 
masters show how well the children of 
these aliens are doing in the schools, and 
the returns of lunatics and paupers show 
that the aliens who come on the rates 0! 
this country are proportionately only 
one-third or one-fourth of the natives 
who come upon them. With regard to 
the question of sanitation and over- 
crowding, that can only be dealt with by 
general administration and the waking 
up of the local authorities. 

The real crux of this question 
is whether poverty is a sufficient reason 
for keeping out these aliens. The 
poverty test is evaded in New York, and i 


| believe it will be evaded in this country. 
This country has always made the proud 
claim in the past that it has been the 


| 
| 
| 
| 


asylum of political refugees and of the 
victims of religious persccution, and let 


Mr. EMMOTT: Signed by a gentle- | hon. Members remember that if we have 


man named Lauda. I should have said 


not in the past entertained angels 


I have not verified them, but Mr. Lauda! unawares, we have given a home to those 


Mr, Emmott. 
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who have been pioneers in the arts of 
peace and who have taught us trades 


to the great advantage of our- 
selves. Hundreds of years ago the 


foundations of our textile trades were 
laid by aliens to whom we had given 
an asylum; aliens, again, have taught 
us much in artistic production. They 
soon became art of ourselves. If not 
Anglioris Anglicis ipsis they were as 
patriotic, as useful, and as int:lligent 
nembers of society as the native born 
amongst us. At present, I know, we have 
a different class to deal with. There is 
an influx from Eastern Europe, if not 
for political reasons for religious reasons. 
It is not a large or dangerous influx, and 
these men become very soon peaceable 
and law-abiding citizens of this country. 
[ask the House is it worth while for an 
evilso small to introduce I|gislation of 
such a novel and startling character? I 
myself think not, and I hope my hon. 
Iriends on this side of the House will not 
be afraid to give utterance to their con- 
victions on this subject or to back them 
up in the division lobbies. I know we 
shall be subjected to misrepresentations. 
Ihave in my hand a leaflet issued from 
the chief Conservative office and dis- 
tributed broadcast at the time of the 
Stalybridge election, which, if I may, I will 
read part of to the House. It says— 

* Let them all come’ is the Radical ery. The 
Radicals, by their obstruction to the Aliens Bill, 
we evidently glad to see all foreigners who are 
criminals, who suffer from loathsome diseases, 
who are turned out in disgrace by their fellow- 
countrymen, who are paupers, who fill our 
streets with profligacy and disorder. The 
Radical welcomes them all.” 


I call that a lying and disgraceful leaflet, 


which no hon. Member who is an hon. 
Member can possibly support. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: What the hon. 
Member has stated accurately describes 
the attitude of the Radical Party in the 
election of 1892 and 1895. 


*Mr. EMMOTI': This has nothing to 
do with those elections. This has to do 
with the election at Stalybridge, and it is 
absolutely and entirely untrue; we are 
as anxious to exclude the crimina!s and 
those who have loathsome diszases as 
hon. Members opposite, and we will 
support that part of the Bill. 


{2 May 1905} 


Bill, Ti+ 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Ca n- 
berwell, Peckham): Is the hon. Mem- 
ber opposing the Bill at the present 
moment ? 


*Me. EMMOTT: I am going to sup- 
port the Amendment of my right hon. 
friend the Member for the Forest of 
Dean. So far as we are concerned I am 
quite certain that we have no reasons 
wha‘ever for not expressing our con- 
victions on this matter, and, so far a; I 
am concerned, I shall support the Amand- 
ment of my right hon. friend. 


*Sir HOWARD VINCENT: As one 
who has taken interest in the ma‘ter for 
many years, and as one who sat on the 
Royal Commissions in 1888 and 1889, I 
desire to thank the Government for 
having introduced this Bill, and having 
shown a determination to pass it through 
this session by placing it so early before 
the House. That it is an excellent Bill 
we have the testimony of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Poplar and those who signed 
the representation which he sent to 
the Leader of the Opposition. He said 
it was capable of being made a useful 
and effective measure. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Poplar made an excellent speech 
this afternoon, and I only regret that 
last year he was not placed on the Grand 
Committee, because if he had been he 
might have puta stop to some of the 
obstructive procedure of his hon. friends. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said as a 
member of the Committee of Selection it 
was impossible for him to be a member 
of any Grand Committee. 


*Str HOWARD VINCENT: Iam glad 
to have given the hon. Member an 
opportunity of making that explanation, 
because it has been a matter of surprise to 
many that the hon. Member was not a 
member of that Committee. The hon. 
Member who has just spoken did not give 
a particularly clear answer to the hon, 
Member for Peckham as to whether he 
Was opposing this Bill now. 


Mr. EMMOTT: I object to exclusion 
on the score of poverty. 


*Sizk HOWARD VINCENT: Then I 
take it he is opposing the Bill. I have 
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no responsibility for the leaflet the hon. 
Wember read to the House, but if he had 
heen present at the Grand Committee 
last vear when the whole of six sittings 
were occupied in listening to interminable 
speeches of hon, Members opposite, with 
the result that, at the end of the time, 
only three lines and one word of the Bill 
had been passed, he would unders‘and 
the reason why we are glad to see on the 
other side of the House so considerable 
a change in the views of those hon. Mem- 
bers. [Several Hon. Mempers: It is a 
different Bill.] The Bill is practically the 
same, and it is due to the action of hon. 
Members opposite last year that the 
country has had to suffer from the con- 
tinuance of this evil for another twelve 
months. The hon. Member, when dealing 
with the figures, took his figures from the 
tables of emigration to and from foreign 
countries, but we are dealing with alien 
immigration to this country from the 


Continent. The total number of persons 
entered in the alien list is 194,856, 


from which must be deducted the sea- 
men. I cannot see why the seamen 
should be deducted myself, and I think if 
Mr. Havelock Wilson, who was in this 
House and who was clcsely connected 
with the Seamen’s Union, were here now 
he would have taken great exception to 
the deduction of these seamen who affect 
so much the welfare of British seamen. 
But having made all deductions we have 
a remainder of 82,845 immigrants as 
against 61,968 in 1°02, and 63,401 in 1903, 
In those three years the total number of 
immigrants came to 218.484, of which it 
appears from the Report 77 per cent. 
were Russian and Polish Jews who 
settled in London. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: “ Arrived” 
not ‘‘ settled.” 


*Strr HOWARD VINCENT: I am 
obliged to the hon. Gentleman. They 
arrived in London and went from there 
to Sheffield, Leeds, Birmingham, and 
other places, all those who did not settle 
in London. The hon. Member for Old- 
ham quoted certain figures which he said 
he obtained from the Manchester 
Guarditn. 


Mr. EMMOTT said the figures he 
quoted dealt with the balance of im- 


Sir Howard Vincent. 
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migrants over emigrants in the first 
three months of this year. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I was not in 
the House when the hon. Gentleman 
quoted these figures, but I understand 
he stated that any fool could see the 
fallacy of the figures I gave. The figures: 
I gave were from the monthly Return, 
and were precisely accurate, and they 
are borne out by the figures at the top 
of page 11 of the statement made by the 
Board of Trade. 


Mr. EMMOTT: Has the right hon, 
Gentleman read the first paragraph on 
page 10, and, if so, what does he think 
about it ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I dealt with 
that just now, that is not relevant to, 
the Return we are dealing with. 


*Strn HOWARD VINCENT: A number 
of hon. Members have represented that a 
large proportion of the alien immigrants 
who come into this country are on their 
way to the United States. But there is 
no really accurate information on the 
subject of this transmigration. This 
question is not one which affects London 
alone; there are various other centres 
where the effects of alien immigration 
are felt. The number of aliens in receipt 
of Poor Law relief last year was 6,003— 
4,000 in London, and the remainder in 
the provinces. That is a very consider- 
able number for us to give entertainment 
to at the public expense. Then, again. 
n? account has been taken of the con- 
siderable hardship to the population ot 
this country caused by the immigration 
of these aliens. The people of this 
country have to work longer hours, and 
at lower rates in consequence, and in 
many places these aliens have driven the 
native population out of their occupations. 
It was clearly shown before the Select 
Committee that many of these aliens, 
although not themselves on the poor rate,. 
have caused others to subsist upon Poor 
Law relief. The Jewish Board of Guardians. 
has repeatedly called attention to the 
extraordinary increase in the number 
of poor they have had to deal with; 
that shows the character of this im- 
migration. What is the use ol 
the right hon. Baronet the Member 
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for the Forest of Dean and other hon. 
Members opposite relying entirely upon 
these figures, because they are not at all 
reliable. I am not quite sure whether 
the hon. Member for Woolwich is in 
favour of this Bill, as I have not been 
able to gather whether he is or not from 
the interruptions he has made. 


Mr. CROOKS: Can a Member not 
give a cheer without being challenged as 
to what he is going to do? 


*Sir HOWARD VINCENT : I do hope 
that we shall hear the views of some of 
the Labour Members opposite before this 
debate closes. I hope the hon. Member 
for Battersea, who is not present now, 
will give us his views upon this question. 
The absence of the Labour Members from 
this debate is very remarkable indeed. 
The increase in the number of criminal 
aliens is serious. In 1897 there were 
over 2,000 aliens, and last year there 
were 4,700 aliens who were convicted 
and received sentences of imprisonment 
and penal servitude. Frequent reference 
has been made to the United States. 
The object of their legislation is to 
compel the steamship lines to take every 
possible precaution against bringing any 
but the best immigrants into the country. 
In the last twelve years over 40,600 
persons have been debarred from entering 
the United States. During one month 
in the year 1902, 1,000 emigrants to the 
United States were returned to the 
United Kingdom. A little while ago a 
large number of gipsies were taken over 
to America, but were refused admittance, 
and were brought back and landed in 
this country, where they were sent about 
from counts to county—a most disgrace- 
ful state of things, though one cannot 
blame the local authorities for the action 
they took. Last year 1,721 aliens of the 
cla-s who are supposed to go on to the 
United States were refused passages at 
Liverpool on account of disease, and 
upwards of 9CO of these were sent to 
London to spread their maladies among 
the native population. The hon. and 
gallant Member for the Isle of Wight 
said it was the duty of a Christian 
country to offer hospitality to the 
afflicted, but surely it is the duty of a 
woe to look after its own people first 
of all, 


12 May 1905} 


Surely we ought to protect our, 


Bill, 77 


own people from the unfair competition 
of foreigners, and from people coming in 
under unsatisfactory conditions. Above 
all, it is the duty of this House and the 
country to protect its own people from 
contamination, and from the loathsome 
diseases from which many of these aliens 
suffer. I thank the Government for 
having put this Bill down so early, for 
it is an earaest of their determination 
to pass it this session, and I hope 
the Under-Secretary will press upon 
the Prime Minister the great importance 
of putting down the Committee stage of 
this Bill as early as possible, and of 
pushing forward the Bill by every 
possible means. 


*Me. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I agree with the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man opposite that the first duty of a 
Government is to its own people. If 
the Government had proceeded on those 
lines, the Unemployed Workmen Bill 
would have occupied the plac? which 
this fraidulent measure occupies at the 
present moment. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
has expressed concern as to the views of 
the working classes on this question. 
I can assure him there is no demand for 
this Bil! from the working classes. [Mrvts- 
TERIAL cries of “Oh!” |] The records 
of the Trade Union Congress will be 
searched in vain for any sign of approval 
of ameasure of this kind, and the con- 
gress, and not hon. Members opyosite, is 
the mouth-piece of the trade union 
movement. The Bll is supported on 
one genuine and one fictitious basis. The 
genuine basis is that certain people who 
are diseased, or who are criminals, come 
into this country every year. Everybody 
admits that in that respect there may be 
a demand for legislation. But the Bill is 
spoken of in the House, in the Press, and 
on the platforms of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, not as a Bill to keep out 
criminals and diseased aliens, but as one to 
keep out workmen who come here to com- 
pete with native labour. [MINISTERIAL 
cries of ‘‘Both.”] In that sense it is 
fraudulent, deceitful, and dishonourable. 
The Labour Members, and working people 
generally, understand that there may 
come a time when the importation of 
aliens might become a serious question, 
requiring to be dealt with ina drastic 
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fashion by the House, but we him that Clause 1. seems as if it were 


protest against a Bill of this kind being 
dangled before the eyes of the 
workers as a remedy for the competition 
in certain trades when we know it will 
not touch the fringe of the question. 


Thave listened with some interest to the 
speech of the hon. Member for Mile End, 
who talked of the numbers of aliens who 
required assistance from the Jewish 
Board of Guardians and the other Com- 
mittees for the relief of Jews in London. 
One would have thought to listen to the 
hon. Gentleman that this Bill is estab- 
lishing a charity organisation for Jewish 
poor, and is not an attempt to keep out 
the poor altogether. Some figures have 
been quoted in regard to criminal aliens, 
but there is nothing whatever to show 
that the criminals are drawn from the 
poor of London, or that they were 
criminals before coming to this country. 
The most probable explanation is that 
the measure of prosperity which they 
enjoy here has produced a degree of 
criminality to which they were strangers 
at home. [MINIsTERIAL laughter.] Let 
me remind hon. Members who laugh that 
if this argument of the increase of crime 
is brought forward as a reason for ex- 
pelling Jews, it can equally be applied to 
Scotland, because some years ago crime 
in that country developed enormously, 
and that was due to good wages and the 
amount of money which the people were 
able to spend upon liquor. That 
probably explains the case of the pauper 
alien, Under the first clause of this Bill 
poverty is put forward as the crime for 
which the alien is to be kept out of this 
country, and Sub-s-ction A provides as 
follows— 

“For the purpose of this section an immi- 
grant shall be considered an undesirable immi- 
grant if he cannot show that he has in his 
possession, or is in a position to obtain, the 
means of decently supporting himself and his 
dependents, if any.” 

And so those poor creatures who have 
leen shot down in the streets of Warsaw 
and other parts of Russia, those poor 
poverty-stricken human beings who have 
been hunted down as beasts of prey, are 
to be condemned by this Bill to rema‘n in 
a country that does not know how to 
treat them. The hon. Member for Mile 
End referred to the question of Chinese 
immigration, but I wish to point out to 
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framed to legalise immigration under 
contracts. A person coming in has to 
prove that he can support himself, but if 
he has a contract with an employer to 
take the place of a British working man on 
strike he is allowed the right of free entry, 
Therefore, this clause, whilst designed 
against poverty, may also be used in 
future to the very serious detriment of 
the working classes of this country, 
Reference has been made to America 
keeping out these poor people. In 
America they commenced by making 
poverty acrime; they have advance} ¢ 
stage further now and made opinions a 
crime. A gentleman belonging to this 
city went out to America on a l>cturing 
engagement last year, and he was kept in 
prison for ten weeks, not because he was 
poor, but because he held cercain political 
opinions. We on these benches refus: to 
take the first step along the roal which 
leads to the destruction of the liberty of 
the subject and of freedom of opinion. 


What is this terrible burden that is 
being imposed on us by these aliens? 
The hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite 
spoke of Sheffield. I have taken the 
trouble te turn up the figures relating to 
Sheffield as given in the Board of Trade 
Return. I find that the number of alien 
paupers in Sheffield in 1902 was twenty- 
one, and in 1904 they had i.eressed to 
twenty-four. This increase of one pauper 
a year is what justifies that wea'thy 
citv in supporting a Bill of this kind. 
Birmingham is in even a worse plight. 
In 1902 the number of pauper aliens 
was 121 and Jast year they had decreased 
to eighty-nine. Obviously, therefore. there 
is no increase in Birmingham to justiiy 
this measure. When we come there t» 
Liverpool we get the same results. In 1902 
the number of pauper aliens chargeable to 
the rates was 372, and in 1904 they hat 
fallen to 310. [An Hon. MemBer: These 
figures are wrong.] I am taking the 
figures as they are given in this Emi- 
gration and Immigration Return, I 
cannot be expected to go beyond the 
official Return. The figures are correct 
so far as they go. 1 hope the hon. 
Gentleman does not charge the Board of 
Traie with falsifying this Return. That 
is practically what his statement 
amounts to. I admit that in parts of 
London there has been an increase, In 
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Poplar, according to the same authority, 
they increased from fifty-three to 
seventy-four; but in St. Pancras they 
decreased from 133 to 130. The total 
number for London has gone up from 
3,234 to 4,162, but I may remind the 
House that the increase is not confined 
to pauper aliens. There has been an 
increase all round in the number of 
paupers in London and elsewhere, not 
due to the foreigner, but due to the 
depressed state of our trade, which to a 
large extent is the outcome of the war 
which was supported on the other side of 
the House. In regard to London 
pauperism generally, I will only make 
one “extract fromjthe half-yearly state- 
ment which appears on page 9 of the 
Report. It is dated Ist July, 1904. The 
total number of paupers was higher in 
London at that date than at the corres- 
ponding date in any of the twenty-two 
previous years, there being arise of 4:1 
per cent. Therefore, the increase in the 
pauper aliens is little more than keeping 
pace with the increase in tie native 
pauperism. We all regret the increase 
in pauperism and the causes of pauper- 
ism. i the working class received more 
of the wealth which their labour pro- 
duces there would be fewer papers. 
Quoting again from the same Return, 
may I point out in regard to the increase 
in paupers generally, that between the 
vears 1896 and 1904 the increase in the 
cost in London was ‘05 per cent., and for 
the country as a whole 2°9 per cent. 
Here is an interesting point which 
the hon. Member for Northampton 
may be able to explain. The increased 
cost of pauperism in Northampton was 
‘1 per cent. There are no pauper aliens 
in Northampton. Here we have it 
shown that in districts totally free from 
this alleged evil the increase of pauperism 
has been greater than in the worst parts 
of London. Now we come to the charity 
of which the hon. Gentleman opposite 
made so much in the course of his speech. 
The Jewish Board of Guardians relieved 
in 1894, 20,434 Jewish aliens. In 1904, 
the number had increased to 22,859. 
This is the intolerable burden which is 
being imposed by poor Jews in London 
upon their richer fellow-subjects, and 
which is made a ground for and justifica- 


tion of this Bill. 
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Now I come to the second part of 
Clause 1 dealing with the exclusion of 
men and women who are accused of being 
criminals. I frankly admit that this a 
more serious part of the clause. It is an 
easy thing in Russia or Germany to prove 
a Socialist to be a criminal, and the people 
most in need of protection are those moss 
likely to be affected by this Bill should 
it become law. I would ask the House 
to no‘e that an immigrant has to prove 
that he is seeking admission to this 
country solely to avoid prosecution for 
an offence of a political character. He 
has to prove his innocence to a shipmaster, 
and seeing that that shipmaster, if he 
makes a mistake, will have to take him 
back at his own charge, it is easy to 
understand how difficult it will be for a 
man suspected by the authorities to prove 
his innocence to ashipmaster. Taking 
the immigrants for last year, vou will find 
the overwhelming proportion of the 
increase is in the refugees from Russia 
and Poland. It is certain that the bulk 
of those people will be poor people who 
will be kept out under this Bill, and are 
we to say to those poor creatures that 
England of all lands under the sun is 
no resting place for them from the 
conditions now prevailing in their own 
country ? I hope the House will hesitate 
before closing the one way of escape 
which these poor victims of injustice 
have lft open to them. I deplore that 
some of the Opposition leaders have 
withdrawn their opposition to the Bill. 
‘The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham rightly taunted 
his opponents with the fact that in 
| agreeing to the measure they were taking 
the first step towards protection, and I 
agree with him. Whatever the front 
Opposition Bench might do the Labour 
Members will give a solid and unvielding 
opposition to the Bill unless the parts of 
it which I have specified are withdrawn. 


*Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I have listened to the speeches 
which have been made on both sides of 
| the House, and I believe hon. Members 
will agree with me when I say that we 
have had a most remarkable debate. All 
the speeches to which I have listened 
from ho’. Members opposite, whether 
they have b2en made with the intention 
of supporting or opposing the Bill have, 
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I think I may say, with the exception 
of the last speech from the hon. Member 
for Merthyr Tydvil, made out a striking 
case for the Bill now before the House. 
The speech of the right hon. Baronet who 
moved the Amendment resolved itself 
into this. He relied on statistics to 


show that the number of aliens who. 


came into this country was so in- 
finitesimal that the effect of the Bill 
would be nil. If that be the case, 
then why the violent opposition to the 
measure / If the result is to be, as he 
has endeavoured to show, no. effect 
whatever, then for my part I cannot 
understard this keen and active hostility 
to the measure which he has shown. 
The hon. Member for the Elland Division 
seconded the Amendment, and, after 
all, what does his speech amount to ? 
Very much the same thing. The hon. 
Member said that there was no material 
difference between this Bill and that of 
last year. Very well, if there is no 
material difference, why this change of 
jront on the part of Members on the 
benches opposite? Last year they gave 
no quarter to those who supported the 
Bill. They were opposed to the Bill 
root and branch, and now hon. Members 
get up in their places and say that 
there is nothing obnoxious in the Bill, 
and that, after all, there is nothing in 
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it, and that it is so trifling a matter, 


that it is not worth fighting about. 
hon. Member for the Elland Division also 
said that the reason for taking this 
particular view of the Bill was the near 
appreach of a general election. There 
I am entirely in accordance with him. 
I think the view that hon. Members 
opposite have taken now of the Aliens 
Bill, which on the hon. Member’s own 
showing is virtually the same as that 
of last year, is the very near approach, 
as they think, of a general election. 
The hon. Member for the Elland Division 
proceeded to set up a bogey, and then, 
as we say, to knock the stuffing out 
of it. He said that Members on this 
side of the House are of opinion that 
an increase in population means an 
increase in the number of unemployed. 
The only persons who adduce such a theory 
are the Gentlemen who used that argument 
in their opposition to the introduction of 
alien labour into South Africa. They 
opposed the introduction of Chinese 
Mr. Forde Ridley. 
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labour into a market which was in need 
of unskilled labour, yet we find them 
in favour of the introduction of alien 
labour into a market which is ad- 
mittedly overstocked, and holding up 
their hands in pious horror at the proposal 
to prevent the introduction of alien 
labour into our overcrowded districts. 


The hon. Member for the Cleveland 
Division of Yorkshire made out, I think, 
a strong case from his point of view. He 
said that pauperism in this country was 
@ very serious matter, and that he would. 
welcome any measure that would deal 
with it. He omitted to mention that 
the statistics of pauperism which have- 
been quoted so freely in this House to- 
night by hon. and right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite take no cognisance of the great 
relief that is given by the Jewish Board 
of Guardians to the members of their own 
community in regard to this matter. 
That being so, I think we arrive at very 
erroneous conclusions in regard to 
numbers, because it is an undoubted fact 
and well known that the Jewish Board oi 
Guardians are very lavish in the assis- 
tance they give to their co-religionists, 
not only in sheltering them when they 
arrive in a friendless and destitute condi- 
tion in this country, but also in assisting 
them to return if, after making a stay of 
a month or two months, or, it may be, a 
vear, or longer, it is found that they are 
not likely to succeed in this country. 
Tney expend large sums in sending them 
back to the countries from which they 
came. It is all very well to say that we 
deplore pauperism, but it would be simpler 
if, instead of having all the relief 
machinery which is now in operation, 
we went to the root of the matter and 
stopped the cause of pauperism, which 
undoubtedly is partly due to the admis- 
sion of huge numbers of aliens who under- 
sell our own working class in the labour 
market. J know this from personal ex- 
perience, and I have some experience of 
the workers in the East End of London, 
not only in my own constituency, but in 
other parts. I know that there are no 


| workers in the East End of London who 


will welcome this measure for alien 
restriction more than the members of the 
Jewish community who have settled in 
this country and who now earn a good 
living. 
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Division referred to the criminals. 
He said he deplored the great number 
of criminals in this country, and he 
pointed out how great the proportion 
was. It amounted to fifteen in every 1,000 
of the alien community. Again I would 
say, why not apply the axe to the root 
of the tree, for the proportion of criminals 
is very great as compared with the native 
population? Why not stop off the 
supply at the source and not admit those 
criminals who come into this country, 
because the hon. Member for the Cleve- 
land Division cannot surely assume that 
it is the evil influence of this country 
which makes these aliens criminals ? No, 
they come with the intention of 
perpetrating their nefarious plans when 
they arrive on our shores. When the 
criminal statistics are of such a serious 
nature I think they ought to be taken 
into consideration when dealing with 
this question. In answer to a Question 
which I put the other day in regard to 
these criminal statistics, the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
stated that a special inquiry had 
been made and had elicited the in- 
formation that in 1904 no less than 
4,835 alien criminals were received into 
His Majesty’s prisons of Great Britain 
and Ireland. These criminals had been 
kept at the expense of this country. 
Hon. Members will agree with me that 


this is a serious number indeed. In 
reply to a supplementary Question 
put by the hon. Member for 


Merthyr Tydvil, it was stated that 
between 1896 and 1904 the ordinary 
prisoners in His Majesty’s prisons had 
increased by 22 per cent., whereas, during 
the same pericd, alien prisoners had in- 
creased by 68 per cent. As hon. Mem- 
bers must know, that means an enormons 
cost to the taxpayers of this country. 


In regard to the speech of the hon, 
Member for Cleveland, I have only one 
thing to say on a matter in which 
I cannot entirely agree with him. He 
said, referring to the Jewish community, 
that the Jews easily assimilate with the 


nations in which they go to dwell. , 
There, I think, the facts will not bear , 
I think it will be. 


out the statement. 
universally admitted, not only by the 


members of the Gentile persuasion, but | 
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by the members of the Jewish persua- 
sion, that the Jews do not assimilate 
easily with those of the Gentile per- 
suasion. In whatever country they go 
to they imtermarry among their own 
people, and they do not easily assimilate 
with the Gentile population, [ think 
this is one of the causes which leads to 
the great congestion in the overcrowded 
districts. It is not practicable to intro- 
duce a measure to spread these people 
all over the country. 


In regard to the remarks of the 
hon. Member for the Isle of Wight, who 
said that America had only pre- 
vented a comparatively small number 
of immigrants in a year from gain- 
ing admission to her shores, I would 
point out to him that his argument does 
not show that the American law is in- 
effective. It has a deterrent effect. 
The restrictive legislation there prevents 


these people from going to America to 


reside, because they know perfectly well 
that if they go to the expense of taking 
a passage to America, they stand a 
chance, on arriving at the ports of de- 
barkation, of being sent back—I was 
going to say to the country from 
which they came —at any rate, to 
this country. Therefore, the legislation 
in America has a_ deterrent effect 
on the stream of immigration to 
that country. Instead of his argument 
being against this measure, it is in 
favour of our adopting similar legislation, 
which results in thousands of people 
being sent back; and a similiar measure 
in this country would have a similar 
healthy effect. 


I do not propose to detain the 
House at any length to-night. The 
question has been discuxsed on two 
former occasions during the time the 
present Government has been in power, 
aud all we cansay in regard to the figures 
which have been produced from time to 
time in the House is that, instead of this 
being a mere passing evil, as hon. Mem- 
bers opposite have tried to impress on the 
House, the evil has been increasing and 
the number of these foreign paupers and 
undesirable aliens coming to our shores is 
still increasing. Hon. Members opposite 
are always willing to give reasons for 
this. At one time they say that it is 
because of wars; at another time they 
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allege that it is an Anti-Semitic move- 


ment. But whatever the cause, we do 
not concern ourselves with it. What we 
have got to look at is that there is a grow- 
ing increase in the number of undesirable 
aliens flocking to our shores, which are 
already overvrowded, who are under- 
selling our workpeople, turning them out 
of their homes, and making their lives 
unendurable. In my own constituency 
whole streets of new houses are con- 
tinually being erected — properties are 
being pulled down and large dwellings 
are being put up for the cceupation of 
which, it is announced, ‘‘No Gentiles 
need apply.” Why is it that these new 
streets are being built to accommodate 
a larger number of persons if the 
numbers are falling off, and why is it 
that no individuals are to be received as 
tenants but those who come from every 
country but our own ? 


Now, in regard to the question of 
the desirability of the immigrants 
who come to our shores, I know that 
it has been said, not once nor twice 
in this House and outside, that these 
immigrants bring to this country new 
industries which they alone can excel in, 
and which the British working man can 
never make a success of. I will read a 


short extract from a paper read by the | 
: | of these men was held 


sanitary inspector in the employment of 
the Bethnal Green Borough Council be- 
fore the Sanitary Inspectors’ Association 
last year to show the sort of industries 
which are introduced by these aliens into 
the crowded distric‘s of our cities. He 
said— 


‘**T will just mention two cases that occurred 
in Bethnal Green. Our medical officer of 
health and I, on a Wednesday afternoon, paid 
a visit to an underground bakehouse. The 
place was in a filthy state. I turned out seven 
eats and four kittens from under the trough, as 
well as some dirty socks that smelt rather 
queerly. The floor was as black as coal; the 
baker, a Russian Jew, who gave an English 
name, was dressed in a woman’s petticoat tied 
at the waist, and was kneading the dough on 
the black floor with his naked feet. The dough 
was adhering to his toes, and whilst we were 
there he scraped his toes with his filthy hands 
and mixed it with the other dough. The other 
case was in an underground bakehouse kept 
bya Polish Jew; this man had let off one end 
of his bakehouse to a family as a room to 
live and sleepin. They had rigged up a curtain 
and were sleeping upon the miller’s sacks ; when 
[ examined them they were almost alive with 
vermin. The bakehouse, in addition, was very 
filthy.” 


Mr. Forde Ridley. 
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Are these the industries introduced by 
aliens which it is desirable that we should 
foster and encourage? These aliens 
come and compete with the British work- 
ing man and would drag him down to 
their own degraded level. I refer to the 
hon. Member opposite who is here in the 
labour interest. All honour to him. 
He alone has the courage to come here 
and express his opinions in this House 
against this Bill; but [ do not believe that 
hon. Members who voice the sentiments of 
the working classes will rise in their places 
and say that they are of opinion that the 
working classes of this country should 
be degraded to the standard of these 
aliens. I do not impute any evil motives 
to these poor creatures; but surely it is 
for us first of all to defend our own working 
classes and their wives and families from 
the degradation in which these aliens are 
sunk, and not to drive them down to the 
alien level. There is another case I wish 
tomention. It refers to the ready-made 
tailoring trade, which is supposed to have 
been brought to this country by these 
aliens, and in which it is said our 
working classes cannot compete with 
them. A witness stated last year that— 

‘Another and important section of the 
tailoring trade is being organised—namely, the 
machine button-hole makers. A public meeting 
‘to consider how to 
make a standard of livelihood, as the wages are 
so low that no one can make a living at it 
These button-hole makers possess their own 
machines, take the finished garment from the 
middleman to their own back rooms and under- 
gound cellars, and make one hundred button- 
holes for 1s., and provide their own gimp and 
twist.” 

I say that that is a scandal and di- 
grace to this country; and that those 
hon. Members who have the courage to 
go into the lobby to oppose this Bill will 
stand condemned before the working-men 
of this country; and though they say 
there is no demand for legislation oi tl is 
kind, they wili fini when they ask for 
the suffrages of their working-men sup- 
porters that they will get an answer very 
diiferent from that which they have pro- 
phesied in this House. 


I adi my meed of praiso to the 
Government on at last having taken 
up this question seriously, and on 
having determined at all costs to see 
this Bill to a successful issue. We have 
waited long for remedial legislation. It 
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has been promised over and over again; 
and if :t had not been for the dilatory 
tactics of the Opposition, led by the hon. 
Member for Oldham, during last session, 
that legislation would have passed last 
year and we should not have had the bitter 
cry from East London of unemployment in 
the bygone winter. For we should have 
succee.led in keeping out a very large num- 
ber indeed of aliens who have been coming 
in increasing numbers to our shores to 
under-sell our working men in the labour 
ma'ket and do such damage by turning 
them out of their homes and taking 
away their means of livelihood. Hon. 
Members opposite affect to believe 
that this Bill is a great improvement on 
the Bill of last vear, and many of them 
are hot going to oppose it; but I am 
not a great believer in deathbed repent- 
[ know that the general election 
is not far distant,-and I reserve to 
myself the right to see the further stages 
of this Bill passed, and how hon, and 
right hon. Gentlemen opposite intend to 
iehave in regard to this measure, before 
i accept the assurances so kindly and 
blandly given by them. 


ances. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): The hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down has painted in very lurid 
colours the condition of certain labourers 
in this Metropolis. I think he might 
have found in some other departments 
of industry in the country—for example, 
the chain-makers of Staffordshire—in- 
stances of conditions of labour 
would excite the sympathy of the House 
and provoke the same horrifying sensa- 
tions which he has sought to impart to 
us over al'en labour in the East nd of 
London. JT am disposed to think that 
my hon. friend who sits behind me is a 
efficient representative of the 
working classes of this country than the 
hon, Gentleman. I will go further and 
say that, in the speech he has made 
to-night, he has represented the character- 
istic generosity of the working classes of 
this country towards aliens. ‘This move- 
ment in favour of the Bill does not 
emanate from the working classes, but 
from those who think they can appeal to 
the prejudice, ignorance, and bigotry of 
certain sections of the community who 
came closely in contact with aliens, We 
are indebted to the right hon. Gentleman 


more 
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the Member for West Birmingham} for 
his really clear explanation of the object 
of the Bill. The right hon. Gentleman, 
with his customary frankness, told the 
House that this is a protective measure, 
intended as part of the policy which he 
hopes to apply to the importation of 
articles. That is a perfectly fair position 
for the right hon. Gentleman to ‘ake up; 
but if the right hon. Gentleman had gone 
astep further and had demonstiated to 
us that this influx of aliens did seriously 
interfere with the British working classes 
I should have voted with instead ot 
against him. But the right hon. 
Gentleman—I say it with all respect-— 
althougia he made a proposition which, 
if proved, might have commended itself 
to the House, failed to give any proof 
of it. Perhaps we shall hear from 
the First Lord of the Treasury some 
little addition to what has fallen from his 
colieagues—some evidence that there is 
competition by foreign alien workmen 
with our own workmen. Our only 
sources of information on that point are 
to be found trom those people who have 
studied the question and from the Report 
of the Roval Commission. Now, the 
Report of the Royal Commission es- 
tablishes beyond controversy—I do not 
mean to say that there are not individual 
cases in a contrary sense—that the great 
bulk of the aliens who come to this 
country are engaged in trades which have 
not hitherto been followed by native 
industrials, [MinisTerta cries of ‘‘ What 
trades ?”] The trades are stated in the 
Report of the Royal Commiss:on. There 


is, for instance, the cabinet-making 
trade. [MINISTERIAL ironical laughter. | 
Hon. Members laughed. Do they 


not known that the cabinet - making 
trade is a very Jarge industry and that it 
is lollowed by Jew aliens. Do they not 
know that they have a trade union of 
their own ¢ 


Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): What 
does the hon. Member mean by Jew 
aliens ? 


Me. ATHERLEY-JONES: The hon. 
Member ought to know that better than 
Ido. I understand that the great buik 
of the Jew aliens are of the same religious 
persuasion as himself. 
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Sir H. DAVIES (Chatham): Are 
there aliens in the Durham mines ? 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES : In answer 
to that staccato interruption, I do not 
know that there are any aliens in the 
Durham mines, but I believe there are 
some in the mines of Lanarkshire. I say 
that these Jew alien carpenters constitute 
a large industry and that they have 
recently entered into negotiations with 
their English fellow-workers to assimilate 
their conditions of labour with the same 
efficient conditions as the Englishmen. 
Then there is the apparel trade, which 
is largly carried on by foreigners. It is 
a trade which did not flourish in this 
country through native industry; but it 
has progressed since the introduction of 
it by foreigners, and has been a source 
of strength and advantage to this country. 
Then there is the boot-making trade. 
[Tronical MinisterTAL laughter.] Yes: 
there is a certain class of the boot- 
making trade which was not pursued by 
English mechanics, but which has been 
largely developed here by foreigners. In 
1888 we exported from this country what 
is called ready-made clothing to the 
value of £4,600,000, while in 1902 that 
trade had increased to six millions odd; 
and we are told on indisputable authority 
that that is the result of Jew aliens 
immigrant labour. In 1888 we exported 
660,000 dozen pairs of shoes; in 1902 
that had increased to 1,800,000, and we 
are told on high authority that that is 
due to alien industry. With all these 
facts before us, I press on hon, Gentle- 
men opposite that there is no evidence 
to show that the alien immigrant has 
entered into serious competition with 
the British working man. The only 
possible instance is to be found in the 
coal mines of Lanarkshire, but, so far as 
T can learn, it has resulted in no serious 
displacement of Scottish labour. So 
much for competition with English labour, 


What isthe pretext forthis Bill? It is 
that disease, crime, and pauperism are 
introduced here by aliens. In regard to 
disease, there again the only trustworthy 
testimony is that of the officials and 
the medical officers of health. The 
Medical Officer of Health for London 
has demonstrated that the standard of 
health among the foreign labourers is 


{COMMONS} 





higher than amongst our own working 
classes. We are told that 24,000 people 
passed through the Jewish Shelter, and 
that there was only one case of infectious 
disease amongst them. Take the statistics 
from your hospitals. The evidence ig 
that the Jew is a healthier subject—for 
the foreigner is a Jew for the most part 
—than the English. Their children are 
strong, lusty, vigorous. The parents are 
scrupulous in their care of and tenderness 
for their children. There is no pretence 
for saying that the Jew immigrants are 
unhealthy. Of course nobody would 
object to inspection; but the number 
who would be excluded from this country 
in that way would be _ infinitesimal, 
Well, there remains pauperism. The 
hon. Member for Mile End told us that a 
substantial part of that belonged to the 
Jewish race. I was sorry to hear him 
say that the burden of the poor Jews 
was so heavy on the rich, wealthy Jews. 


Mr. H. LAWSON: I did not say that 
the Jewish immigrants were a burden on 
the wealthy Jewsinthis country. [ said 
that in the ordinary course of things the 
steady in-rush of the last few years had 
caused, according to the testimony of the 
Jewish Board of Guardians, a very severe 
and unnecessary call upon their resources. 


Mr. ATHERLEY - JONES: TI think 
their resources are equal to it. I do not 


think the hon. Member represents the 
sentiment of a race, who are singularly 
generous to their compatriots. I do not 
think that that should be a reason for 
supporting this Bill, At any rate, the 
House is not concerned with any little 
amercements that may be made upon his 
class for these people. 


Mr. H. LAWSON: I never claimed to 
speak on behalf of any class. I simply 
stated the facts as they appear in the 
report of the Jewish Board of Guardians. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES: I think it 
would have been better if the hon. 
Member had allowed one of the race for 
whom he speaks t> have made the state- 
ment. It takes away what little value 
would otherwise have attached to what 
the hon. Gentleman said. Then what are 
the statistics of pauperism? They have 
been given us by various public officers. 
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Taking the Jew areas of Bethnal Green, 
Shoreditch, and Stepney, there are 715,000 
inhabitants, of which 62,000 are male 
aliens. Out of these 715,000 there are 
10,800 indoor paupers and of these 109 
are aliens. (Is it not ludicrous to talk 
about the pauperism of the alien immi- 
grants and their being a burden on the 
rates? The same thing applies to out- 
door relief and to other parts of the 
country. The alien is a hard-working, 
industrious person. Then as to crime. 
It is undoubtedly a fact that there is a 
considerable amount of crime—so we are 
told—among aliens. But who are the 
aliens who commit the crime? Not the 
aliens you would exclude by this Bill, but 
people who come from America. The 
proportion of American aliens who commit 
crime is something like 23 or 24 per cent., 
while the proportion of the criminals 
who come from Russia and Poland is an 
infinitesimal fraction of that number. 


I am opposing this Bill on higher 
grounds. I am voting against it for 
reasons which ought to appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham. I see in it means by which 
political refugees may be excluded from 
these shores. The Bill provides, ap- 
parently, that no criminal shall be 
admitted into this country. But how 
is the alien who comes to these 
shores to satisfy the Inspecting Board 
or the imspecting officer that he is 
not a criminal? I suppose he will 
have to bring some document to show 
that he is not a criminal. But 
where is he to get it from? He must 
get it from the police authorities of 
the country which he leaves. No doubt 
the Russian police would be only too 
glad to give a clean bill to any scoundrel 
who wished to leave that country. 
But how about the political offender ? 
How can he get to these shores and be 
allowed to land if he cannot produce a 
document to show that he is not a crim- 
inal? I appeal to all who are anxious 
to preserve the right of asylum, and 
to all who are devoted to that great 
traditional policy of this country, to 
vote against a measure which renders 
it possible that mere officialism shall 
be able to exclude the political refugee 
from this country. I do not fear for 
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of aliens were to be doubled, because I 
believe that the people here are strong 
enough, both intellectually and numer- 
ically, to absorb a larger number of 
alien people. The proportion of aliens 
in this country is only ‘69 per cent. 
against 2-0 per cent. in any other country, 
and against 13-0 per cent. in America. 
I have inherited traditions which 
compel me to vote against a measure 
which I think would tend to impair 
the world-wide and historical reputa- 
tion which this country has enjoyed 
for centuries as being a sanctuary 
of the politically distressed. At the 
present moment things are being done 
in Russia which compel people to fly from 
that country, and as to the character 
of which there is no difference of opinion 
on either side of this House. It would 
be a cruel thing, an un-Christian thing, 
and an anti-national thing for us to 
take this opportunity of putting any 
hindrance in the way of those unhappy 
creatures being afforded that asylum 
which for long centuries it has been tl 
pride of this country to extend. 


Tut PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): A speaker 
earlier in debate—I think it was the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Elland Division—told the House that 
we, sitting on this side of it, were the 
only Party who had ever passed a Bill 
of this kind, and no doubt he spoke 
the truth. But I think hon. Gentlemen 


opposite have begun to realise that 
the political forces, at all events, and, 
as I would venture to hope, the argu- 


mentative forces also, in favour of the 
Bill, are rather stronger than perhaps 
they were disposed to think when they 
offered an uncompromising opposition 
to every stage of the measure which 
they had an opportunity of dealing 
with last year. I do not think anybody 
who has followed the general course 
of the debate to-night can really think 
that the arguments put forward—some 
of them arguments dealing, no doubt, 
with feelings with which we all sympa- 
thise-—can be considered by those who 
approach this subject in a cool spirit 


‘as showing the slightest cause why 
= 'the House should not carry into law 
the English interests even if the number | & Bill approved on the Second Reading 
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iast vear, and which, I understand, 
is to be approved again, perhaps even 
without a division. 


SrveraL HON. MEMBERS: No. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
Bill will be approved by a large majority 
when those who have announced their 
intention of dividing against it have had 
the opportunity of showing their numeri- 
cal strength. I have regretted that at 
intervals throughout the debate there 
have appeared some allusions to what 
on the Continent has attained unenviable 
fame as the Jewish question. The Bill 
which we are discussing to-night has 
nothing whatever to do with what in 
Continental Europe, and especially in 
Eastern Europe, is called the Jewish 
question. I cannot imagine anything 
more disastrous than that any legislation 
by this House or speech in the House 
should attempt to join a measure which 
I shall presently attempt to show is con- 
sistent with every sound system of 
statesmanship with the bigotry, the 
oppression, the hatred the Jewish race 
has too often met with in foreign countries. 
The treatment of the race has been a dis- 
grace to Christendom, a disgrace which 
tarnishes the fair fame of Christianity 
even at this moment, and which in the 
Middle Ages gave rise to horrors which 
whoever makes himself acquainted with 
them, even in the most superficial manner, 
reads of with shuddering and feelings 
of horror lest any trace of the blood- 
guiltiness then incurred should have 
fallen on the descendants of those who 
committed the deeds. This is a question 
wholly alien to and who!ly distinct from 
the Jewish question; and it has to do 
with a much wider problem, and on bold 
lines, with which I have no hesitation 
in expressing my belief—the problem 
whether an individual country has or 
has not the right to decide who is to be 
added to its community from outside, 
and under what conditions. That, I 
think, is a final and indestructible right 
of every free community; and we are 
amply justified by every principle of law 
and every principle of morality in deter- 
mining for ourselves under what condi- 
tions we shall or shall not admit citizens 
of other nations to take a share in our 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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civilisation, our industries, and in our 
social life. 


Now the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean laid 
down the proposition that in considering 
the problem we need scarcely ever con. 
sider the question of race, but only 
questions of character, of spirit, 0: 
power of absorbing ideas and of sharing 
the sentiments of the nation into whos. 
bosom the immigrants desire to come. 
There is great truth in what he said, but 
I think he pushed the proposition a little 
too far. I quite agree with him that the 
power America has shown of assimilating 
men of many distinct nationalities and 
many races and of turning them all by a 
process of natural alchemy into citizens 
of the United States, and who as such 
become heirs and sharers in Anglo-Saxon 
laws and civilisation—that power is mar- 
vellous. Ido not wish to underrate it, 
But it has its limits, and none of us can. 
on calm reflection, seriously say we ean 
ignore the question. If there were a 
substitution of Poles for Britons, for ex- 
ample, though the Briton of the future 
might have the same laws, the same in- 
stitutions and constitutior, and the same 
historical traditions learned in the ele- 
mentary schools, though all these things 
might be in the possession of the new 
nationality, that new nationality would 
not be the same. and would not be the 
nationality we should desire to be our 
heirs through the ages yet to come. 


There is assent on both sides of the 
House to the proposition that we have a 
moral right to decide whom we shall admit 
to our fold and under what conditions; 
and I ask—does the Bill lay down any 
extravagant or excessive requirements 
from those who desire to become British 
citizens or to come among us? Let the 
House notice there are two modem 
circumstances that seem to call for 
modern legislation, new conditions that 
call for new remedies, and the first 
of these is the facility of transport. 
It was perfectly easy and __ natural 
that our ancestors should not make 
any special provision against the immi- 
gration of aliens when immigration 
was not very easy for anybody, and was 
impossible for those who were both 
remote and poor. But the remote and 


poor can, under the modern condition 
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of transport, come here with little or no | community here enabled them to go to 
difficulty ; and, indeed, if some of the | Argentina or North America. But who 
observations that I have heard in the | is it of these unfortunate people who do 


course of the debate to-night are accurate, | not go to Argentina ? Is it the fit, is it 
we have steamship companies and railway | the healthy, is it those whom we should 
most desire to retain here if we have to 


companies competing for their custom. 

Those are new conditions. Is it unnatural | receive immigrants as citizens of our 
to suppose that*to deal with those new country ? No, Sir, those are they who go ; 
conditions new provisions are required ? | but those who stay are those who would 
not be accepted either in America or 
Argentina, and would not be accepted 
by the Jewish community and by the 
Jewish emigration societies themselves 
if the statements are true, as 1 am sure 
they are true, made by many speakers 
this afternoon, to the effect that these 
great Jewish emigration societies have 
most wisely and properly laid down the 
rule that only people such as those whom 
this Bill admits to this country shall be 
of the class allowed to go to their great 
settlements in Argentina. Is not that 
/a conclusive proof that unless we do 


Then there is another circumstance, 
also new, also having its inevitable effect | 
upon the course of legislation in this 
country; and that is that foreign 
countries, notably America and our own 
Colonies, have awoke to the fact to which 
we are slowly awakening—namely, that 
unrestricted immigration may become 
a great national evil. Now note how 
foreign legislation, especially American 
legislation, reacts upon us. It reacts 
upon us In this way, that those who come | 
to this country on the way, as it were, to 
America, North or South, not with 
through tickets, but intending to spend 


something we must remain the sieve in 


; sae ! which the useless dregs remain ? 
a certain amount of time here, either 


from choice or necessity start from our Mr. ASQUITH: I must correct the 
shores to those countries, and when they right hon. Gentleman. So far as I ean 
yet there only the fit are received, while gather, those who remain here are persons 
the unfit are rejected and are sent back, | fitted for occupations which are ready 
where 7—to this country. We become | for them in this country. 

a sieve, as it were, which lets through the 

fit to North and South America, but Mr. A. J. BALFOUR Then ae 
which retains the unfit in the process. I) t0 2 very plain and simple issue, Kither 
was very much struck by a_ personal this Jewish Shelter Society never shelter, 
anecdote which the right hon. Member 
for Kast Fife told the House in the course 
of his speech this afternoon. He said 
that he had been to study the operations 
of the Jewish Shelter Society, a society 
which, with the splendid generosity of 
the Jewish community in this country, 
has set itself to work to deal with im- 


the diseased or those who are undesir- 
able, or it emigrates the undesirable, or 
it leaves the undesirable in this country. 
Now, which of the three does the right 
hon. Gentlemen select ? If the Shelter 
Society never deals with the undesirable, 
well, its charity is so far restricted and 
apparently it does not touch those who 
migrants, not always Jews, but im- | Most need it. If, on the other hand, it 
migrants who have come in a state of emigrates the undesirable where does it 
extreme destitution and poverty to our | emigrate them too? What country is 
shores. What did the right hon. Gentle- | ‘ 
man tell us? He told us that these | OF Amerjea, or Canada ? 


people were on their way in many cases | 


going to take them? Is it Argentina, 


An HON. MEMBER: None. 


to other countries, and he especially 
mentioned Argentina. He was told that} Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course not, 
they stayed here one or two months, and | they stay here ; and,as I said, we are the 


gradually. by ones and twos or in larger | sieve through which the good immigrant 
numbers, the charity of the great Jewish | goes while the bad immigrant. stays. 
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That is why I said this is one of the 
new conditions which did not exist some 
years ago, and which require the House 
to take account of the character of the 
immigrant who comes to our shores, 
That seems a conclusive argument in 


favour of doing something, and why is it | 


that it does not meet with the universal 
assent of hon. Gentlemen opposite ? The 
best reason IT have heard is that which 
it 
time in our national history with the 


declares that interferes for the first 


right of asylum. I deny absolutely that 
it interferes with the right of asylum as 
it was understood by our forefathers. 
What was understood by the right of 
We sup- 


with considerable 


asylum in old days was this. 
posed ourselves, and 


reason, to be the best governed country 


in Europe. We were aware that there 


were a great many countries in Europe | 


where tyranny prevailed and where it 
produced, as a natural consequence, con- 
spiracies and in many cases armed re- 
bellion ; and we prided ourselves upon 
giving an asylum to the protagonists in 
a cause which we regarded as, with some 
In 


is still main- 


exceptions, the cause of freedom. 
so far as that doctrine 
tained, it is not violated by this Bill. 

Caprain) ELLICE (St. Andrews 
Burghs) : Were the destitute included ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, the 
Bill specially provides that in explicit 
and clear terms. The point is that 
the destitution of the class of which I 
am speaking would not keep them out. 


But I observe that the right of asylum 


has received most amazing extensions | 
in the hands of some speakers to-night, | 
There is, indeed, one extension with | 


which, as stated and on the first blush, 
we should all naturally 
Mr, A, J, Balfour, 
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‘One hon, Gentleman talked about asy- 
lum for those driven out of their country 
by or on account of religion ; for those 
who were persecuted at home for re- 


ligious reasons, and who sought refuge 
here. I imagine there is not a man in 
the House not have the 
deepest sympathy for anybody of whom 
But, surely, 


who would 
that could be truly said. 
we must be careful of putting a pro- 
vision in the Bill dealing with that. 
For instance, would you permit un- 
limited immigration of Roman Catholic 
Poles because the Roman Catholic  re- 
ligion is discouraged by measures we 
should disapprove of in Polish Russia ? 
I can hardly believe that you would 
regard wholesale immigration on that 
ground as a thing to be tolerated in 
the highest interests of this country, 
But it is not to religion only that the 
The 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Elland 


right of asylum is now extended, 


in his speech said that we should give 


a right of asylum to every Reservist 


who disliked to join his colours. He 
put that forward with regard to 
Russia, because he disapproves — of 
the Manchurian War. But are we to 


judge whether a war in a foreign country 
is just or unjust, and if, in our opinion, 
it is unjust, are we to admit Reservists ! 
The 


class of Reservist who does not get a 


hon. Gentleman said there is a 
proper pension at the end of a war. 
Surely, he said, you are not going to 
keep him out. Are we going to consider 
in this country the terms on which 
Reservists are engaged in a foreign 
country, and, if we think them inade- 
quate, are we to admit them in un- 
limited numbers, whether they be diseased 
or insane or not, simply because they 


happen to come under this extraordin- 


arily extended doctrine which the hon, 
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Gentleman has announced as that which, | 


in his view, constitutes a right of asylum ? 

I think that that really does not exhaust 
the fallaey into which the hon. Gentle- 
man fell, I think he compressed into 
his speech almost all the bad arguments 
have heard — in 


which = I relation 


to this question. He does not seem to 
see that this Bill only excludes, broadly 
speaking, those who are likely to become 
a public charge. Why should we admit 
into this country people likely to become 
a public charge ¢ Many countries which 
exclude immigrants have no Poor Laws 3 
they have not those great charities of 
which we justly boast. The immigrant 
comes in at his own peril and _ perishes 
That is not the 


From the famous statute of 


if he cannot find a living. 
case here, 
Elizabeth we have taken on ourselves the 
obligation of supporting every man, 
woman, and child in this country and 
Is the 


statute of Elizabeth to have European 


saving them from starvation. 
extension ? Are we to be bound to sup- 
port every man, womap, and child in- 
capable of supporting themselves who 
That 
argument seems to me to be preposter- 


choose to come to our shores ? 


ous. When it is remembered that some 
of these persons are a most undesirable 
element in the population, and are not 
likely to produce the healthy children 
of which the last speaker has spoken, but 
are afflicted with disease either of mind 
or of body, which makes them intrinsi- 
cally undesirable citizens, surely the fact 
that they are likely to become a public 
charge is a double reason for keeping 
What is the 
There 
absolutely no answer given except that 


them out of the country. 
answer to that argument ! is 
the number of these people is so small 
relatively to the whole population of the 
country that they may be ignored. 
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Then we come to the figures produced 
by the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Forest of Dean, and upon which other 
speakers have dwelt, I think. with very 
little profit. 


of this Bill upon grounds much broader 


I would base my support 


than those of the figures of immigration 
for this year or that year. What the 
right hon. Baronet contended for was 
that the number of immigrants is small. 
Take his own case on his own terms. 
Take the case of the hon. Member for the 
that the 
decimal half per cent. of the whole popu- 


Elland Division, number is 
lation, that the number of aliens actually 
in our workhouses or asylums is in- 
significant, and that it is impossible to 
that of 


foreigners can produce overcrowding. 


conceive such a small influx 
Is not that the greatest fallacy of all ’ 
If they were spread over the whole com. 
munity, if every workhouse and every 
asylum had its share and not more than 
its share of these people, if every hospital 
throughout the country was burdened 
exactly in proportion to its means by the 
sick who come from abroad, there would be 
some prima facie grounds, at all events, 
for the argument that this Bill, however 
just it might be, was hardly worth pass- 
ing because the amount of hardship with 
it dealt But 


the human 


which was so. small. 


what are facts? Every 
being knows that the burden is thrown 
uponarelatively small part of the country, 
Member for the Elland 


sion comes forward and says the number 


The hon. Divi- 
of these poor people who come from 
foreign misgovernment and oppression 
is so small a fraction of vour population, 
how can vou be so hard as to exclude 
them ? Do his constituents pay for these 
people? Do they go to the workhouses 
of the Mlland Division? [ think he would 


. be a consistent philanthropist, a true 
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prophet, at all events, of the rights of 
asylum, if he and his friends bore a small 
share of the burden which is thrown 
upon the Kast End of London. If this 
right of asylum is a national duty, it 
ought to be a national charge, and the 
hon. Gentleman and his friends should 
bear their fair share of the charge. 


actually happens is that these foreign 


immigrants go into a small area of the | 
Kast End of London, and they produce | 
the evil of overcrowding, of which 1) 
believe the accounts given, like that by | 


my hon. friend who spoke last but one, 
are not the least exaggerated. How is 


that to be cured? It is to be cured, 


savs the right hon. Baronet the Member | 


for Forest of Dean, by enforcing vour 
municipal laws and, if need be, by im- 
proving them; by making better and 
more stringent laws and, when vou have 
made them, enforcing them. Let me 
translate that into the actual facts of 
Whitechapel. 
immigrant first drives the British work- 
man out of Whitechapel and then the 
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What | 


Bil. RU 
| by which, to some extent at all events, 
| 
| 


T hope this evil wili be remedied. 


An HON. MEMBER: Aliens pay rates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Do the people 
| whom this Bill would exclude contribute 
/any important fraction to the rates / 
_Does a man contribute to the rates 
|“ who cannot show he has in his posses- 
sion, or is in a position to obtain, the 
means of decently supporting himself 
Is that 


capable of contributing to the rates ? 


and his dependents ?” man 


“Tf he is a lunatic or an idiot ”’—not 


very important contributors to the rates 
—‘or owing to any infirmity appears 


likely to become a charge upon the rates 


or otherwise a detriment to the public.” 
These are the people kept out by the Bill. 
| Who was the hon. Gentleman who said 
|they are going to contribuce important 


/ sums to the rates ¢ 


It means that the foreign | 


An HON. MEMBER; 
| the Isle of Wight. 


The Member for 


fe | 
small remnant has to pay the rates in | 


order to carry out the sanitary arrange- 
ments and the Poor Law arrangements 
which are to remedy the state of things 
of which he is the victim. 
justify it? The truth is that the evil 
is not only great and pressing in these 


districts where it prevails, but it is one 


which these districts are perfectly in- | 


capable of dealing with unassisted. I 
listened really with some shame to the 
loud professions of philanthropic al- 
truism on the part of Gentlemen who pay 
neither from their own pockets nor from 


the pockets of their constituents, nor 


from any section or class with which they | 


have to deal. They look on and see 
all these things happering, and simply 
occupy themselves in resisting a measure 


Mr. Al J. Balfour. 


How can you | 


Major SEELY: [said the existing—— 


| ‘The remainder of the hon. Member's 
| remarks was rendered inaudible by cries 
| 


| of “ Oh.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not want 
| to pursue my quarrel with the hon. 
‘Gentleman. I think I have made at all 
‘events that part of my case clear, which 
\I think is almost the most important 
part of the whole argument. In my 
view we have a right to keep out every- 
body who does not add to the strength 
of the community—the industrial, social, 
and intellectual strength of the com- 
munity. I think we have a right, which 


| we ought to exercse in the case of all 
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the classes mentioned in the form of words | 


{2 May 


which I have just read to the House ; | 

. . | 
and I cannot conceive a more ludicrous | 
inconsistency than for the same House of 


(ommons to assent to these persons 


coming into the country who are to be a 
charge on the rates and at the same 
time charging the same rates with large 


sums of money for the purpose of emi- 


grating Englishmen, Britons, from our 
shores. Let me grant that all these 
uidesirable aliens have every merit that 
cai be attributed to them. Poverty, I | 
itself if it 


involve a charge on the rates it might 


admit, is no crime; by 
be no evil. But grant that the lunatic, | 
the diseased, and all the other classes | 
have no disqualification from beeom- | 
ing citizens of this country—are we | 
to believe that they are better than our 
own citizens, our own Hesh and blood, for 
the purpose of getting rid of whom we are 
charging our rates? I do not think it | 
will bear argument. It is yuite true that | 


the number of areas where this evil | 


just in its main outlines. 


Bill, 


presses hardly is not very large, and from 


1905} 806 
that fact I dare say hon. Gentlemen have 
taken courage to oppose a Bill obviously 
But I think 
the generality of the country, even though 
they may not personally suffer from the 
evils which I have described, and which 


this Bill is intended to remedy, will have 


sufficient sympathy with those who do: 
suffer to feel that this Bill is just in its 
inception, consistent with all sound prin- 
ciples of legislation, in no way violating 
our hereditary love of liberty or our 
hereditary desire to see that liberty spread 
throughout the whole earth as far as may 
be. And I believe we shall have, not 
merely in the division lobby to-night, but 
in all the struggles that may still await 
this Bill 
merely a majority of the House of Com- 


us before becomes law, not 
mons, but the sympathy of the great 


body of the English people. 


(Question put:—The House divided ; 
Ayes, 211; Noes, 59. (Division List 
No. 146.) 


AYES, 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Allsopp,‘ Hn. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. (). 


Arrol, Sir Willian: Cautley, Henry 


Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.} 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hn, Sir Edw. H. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

Doxford, Sir William Theodore 

Duke, Henry Edward 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 

| Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, Edmund P. (Hants, W.) 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 


Strother 





Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Captain Josceline F. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Paird, John George Alexander 


Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
dalfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 


tanner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. 'T. 
Bathurst, Hoa. Allen Benjamin 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 





Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.JA(Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Perey A. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. EF. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett. ‘IT. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charies Alfred 

Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Dairymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, “ir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar. Sir T. R. {T’. Hamlets 
Dickins: n. Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred D. 


Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
| Finlay, Sir R.B. (Inv’rn’ss Bohs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
| FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnsoa 
(rardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
| Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
| Godson, Sir Augustus Fredrk. 
| Gordon, Hn.J.E (Elgin & Nairn) 
| Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon. §. F. Ormsby 
| Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs) 
' Gretton, John 
Hall, Edward Marshall 








3807 Adjournment 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashford 
Harcis, F. Leverton (Tynem’th 
Harris, Dr. Fredk. R.(Duiwich) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henaiker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Shetheld, Brightside 
Houli, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecii 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hn, Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W. (Mile End 
Lawson,John Grant( Yorks,N.R 
Lee, Arthur H. (Hants, Fareham 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cummiug 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

srown, George M. (Edinburgh 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Carvill, Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Crooks, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 
Ellice,Capt.E.C(S Andrw’s Behs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
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Majendie, James A: H: 
Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Harry Hananel 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
O'Malley, William 

O'Neil), Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 


| Parker, Sir Gilbert 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. W. R. Wellesley 
Pemberton, John &. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rose, Charles Day 

Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 


NOES, 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Grant, Corrie 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Harwood, George 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
O’Brien, K. (‘Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. | 
Bill read a second time, and committed | 


for Monday next. 
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Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos Myles 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 

) Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir C.E. H(Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 





| Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts.) 
| Wentworth, Bruce ©. Vernon 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
| Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H. (Yorks 
| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

| Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.} 
Parrott, William 

Priestley, Arthur 

Richards, Thos. (W. Monm'th 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
, Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 


Spencer,Rt.Hn.C.R.(Northants | 


Sullivan, Donal 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 


TELLERS FoR THE NOES.— 


Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. | 


Trevelyan. 


Adjourned at one minute after 


Twelve o’clock. 
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The House met at Two of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 

The House being met, the Clerk at 
the Table informed the House of the 
unavoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, 
owing to continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James WILLIAM Low- 
THER, the Chairman of Ways and Means, 
proceeded to the Table, and, after 
prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Member. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





ind 


ght | 


nts © 


—— 


Mr. ’ 


after 


a Speech tmticutes revistun by the 






ommrmencement &, 


Great Western Railway (Additional 
Powers) Bill (King’s consent signified). 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Heckmondwike Improvement Bill. As 
amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. , 


Orphan Working School and Alexandra 
Orphanage Bill [Lords]. Read a second 
time, and committed. 





$ Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh 
, Extension Order Confirmation Bill. Read 


fa second time; to be considered upon 
WS Friday. 


~ 


~ ~=Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 6) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
= visional Orders of the Local Government 
+ Board relating to Banbury (Rural), 
; Lunesdale (Rural), and Newport Pagnell 


# (Rural), and the Easington and Sedgefield, 


the Lanchester, and the Stone Joint 
Hospital Districts,” presented by Mr. 
Grant Lawson; supported by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour ; read the first time : and referred 


Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 191.) 


(No. 7) Bill. ‘To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Carmarthen, Hexham, 
Liverpool, Lymm, Nantwich, and 
VOL, CXLV. [Fourts Ssares.] 
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to the Examiners of Petitions for Private | 
| (two) ; 
| (two) : 
Local Government Provisional Orders | 
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Widnes,” presented by Mr. Grant Lawson: 
supported by Mr. Gerald Ba!four; read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 192.] 


Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 2) Bill. ‘ To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local 
Government Board for Ireland relating 
to Belfast, the Belfast, Holywood, and 
Castlereagh United District, Cork (Rural), 
Downpatrick (Rural), Newtownards, and 
North Dublin (Rural),” presented by Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland ; supported 
by Mr. Walter Long; read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 


printed. [Bill 193.] 


Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 3) Bill. ‘* To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local 
Government Board for Ireland relating 
to the Baltracey River, the River Lerr, 
and the Blackwater Drainage Districts, 
in the counties of Carlow, Kildare, and 
Meath,” presented by Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland ; supported by Mr. 
Walter Long; read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 194. ] 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND)} BILL. 
Petitions for alteration; from An- 


struther Easter; and Leith; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ILLEGITIMATE BIRTHS IN WORK- 
HOUSES. 
Petition from St. Neots, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT. 
LAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Ardrossan 
Avoch; Bainsford; Barrhead 

Berwick-upon-Tweed (two); 
Birsay ; Boddam (two) ; Borrowstouness ; 
Broughty Ferry; Buckie; Carnoustie ; 
Castle Douglas; Castletown ; Coalburn ; 


Coupar Angus; Curron; Dalgety ; 
Denny; Dumbarton; Dunfermline ; 
2E 
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Dunipace and Denny; Dunkeld; Dun- 
score; Eaglesfield ; Edinburgh (four) ; 
Edzell; Fairlie; Falkirk (six); Fergushill ; 
Firth; Friockheim; Galston; Glasgow 
(five); Glengarnock; Glengowan; Gra- 
hamston; Halfway House; Harthill ; 
Hoddom; Holm (two); Hurlford; In- 
vergordon ;_ Kilbirnie ; Kilmalcolm ; 
Kilmarnock ; Kilmaurs; Kilsyth (two) ; 
Kirkpatrick; Kirriemuir (two); Lanark ; 
Lanark Middle Ward; Lesmahagow ; 
Lochgelly ; Lonzhope ; Lowick ; Midmar ; 
Motherwell ; Muir of Ord ; Musselburgh ; 
Neilston; Newmilns; Newmilns and 
Greenholm ; Newtyle; Nigg; Ochiltree ; 
Perth (three); Port Glasgow (four); 
Port Gordon (three); Renfrew (three) ;* 
Ross-shire; Rossie; St. Andrews; St. 
Margaret’s Hope; Saltcoats ; Scotstoun ; 
Shotts; Skelmorlie (three); South 
Shields ; Stenhousemuir; Stenness ; 
Stirling; Stonehouse (two); Stornoway 
(four) ;  Strathavon ; Strathmore ; 
Strichen ; Stromness; Thornhill (two) ; 
Thurso (two); Ullapool; Wellbank; and 
Wishaw; to lie upon the Table. 


Returns, 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against ; from Alnwick; 

Biggleswade; Lindfield; and Notting- 
ham; to lie upon the Table. 


MILK DEPOTS (LONDON) BILL. 
Petition from Woolwich, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
Petition from Sheffield, against; to lie 
upon the Table. 









INTOXICATING 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 

Petition from Bewdley, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF LIQUORS 











RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

NEWFOUNDLAND. 

Copy presented, of Report on the 

Foreign Trade and Commerce of New- 

foundland [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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UNITED FREE CHURCH OF SCOTLAND 
AND THE FREE CHURCH OF SCOT. 
LAND (LITIGATION) (ROYAL COM. 
MISSION TO SIR JOHN CHEYNE). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 19th April; Mr. Black]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
148,] 


Reports, &e, 


NAVY (GUNNERY). 
Copy presented, of Result of Gunlayers 
Competition in His Majesty’s Fleet, 1904 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TURKEY (No. 2, 1905). 

Copy presented, of further Correspond- 
ence respecting the Affairs of South- 
Eastern Europe [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3359 and 3360 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ULTIMUS H-ERES (SCOTLAND) (ACCOUNT 
AND LIST OF ESTATES). 

Return ordered, ‘‘ of Abstract Account 
of the receipts and payments of the King’s 
and Lord Treasurer's Remembrancer in 
Scotland, in the vear ended the 31st day 
of December, 1904, in the Administration 
of Estates and Treasure Trove on behal. 
of the Crown.” 


* And, of Alphabetical List of Estates 
which fell to the Crown as Ultimus Heres 
in Scotland, administered by the King’s 
and Lord Treasurer’s Remembrancer, in 
the same year.”—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 

Return ordered, ‘‘ showing the number 
and nature of all Outrages and other 
Offences of an indictable character re- 
ported by the Police in each county in 
Ireland from the Ist day of December, 
1904, to the 19th day of April, 1905, in- 
clusive.’—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD (IRE- 
LAND). 

Return ordered, “showing, for each 

County in the Congested Districts, (1) 

the acreage of Untenanted and Tenanted 


, Lands acquired by the Board since the 
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passing of the Irish Land Act, 1903, to | Account; and, if so, how the balance 
the 3lst day of March, 1905, with a view | of the said amounts, as shown in the 


Quesitons. 


to the enlargement of small holdings, and | 1903-4 Account, is accounted for by 


the amount of the purchase money for 
such lands; and (2) the acreage of Un- 
tenanted and Tenanted Lands for the 
purchase of which the Board is in negotia- 
tion with vendors.”—(Mr. Walter Long.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
(CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Returns of Public Revenue (Interception) 
and Gross Departmental Expenditure. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : | 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury can | 


| each Board. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) Of the 
/sums referred to by the hon. Member 
'the item of £7,000 for Salaries of the 
Acting Elder Brethren of the Trinity 
| House is the only one that forms part 
of the amount charged as Head Office 
| Expenses in the General Lighthouse Fund 
Accounts. The other items are included 
/under the heading Miscellaneous Ex- 
| penses. The balance of the sums charged 
as Head Office Expenses consists of the 
salaries of the staff, printing, stationery, 
repairs, etc. 


he agree to give the Returns of Public | 


Revenue (Interception) and of Gross 
Departmental Expenditure, which are | 


down on the Paper for to-morrow. 


(Answered by Mr, Victor Cavendish.) 
I shall be able to give my hon. friend 
most of the information which he desires, 
but I would be much obliged if he could 
speak to me privately with reference to 
one or two points in the Return. 


Irish National Teachers’ Pension Fund. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury if he will take | 


into consideration, at the earliest oppor- 
tunity, the advisability of placing the 
Irish National Teachers’ Pension Fund 
on a basis that will ensure similar 
treatment to that given to disabled 
teachers in England and Scotland. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) | 


I cannot undertake to propose any 
change in the arrangements with regard 


tothe Pension Fund until we have before | 
us the result of the quinquennial valua- | 


tion which must be held at the end of 
the present year. 


Accounts of General Lighthouse Fund. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- | 


pool, Exchange): To ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade whether the sums 
expended by the three Lighthouse Boards, 
a3 per Parliamentary Return presented 
lith February, 1905, form part of the 


amounts charged as Head Office Ex- | 


penses in the General Lighthous: Fund 


Foreigners holding British Pilotage 


Certificates. 
Mr. LLEWELLYN  (Somersetshire, 
|N.): To ask the Secretary to the Board 


of Trade whether he will state the 
number of foreigners holding British 
pilotage certificates on March 31st, 1905, 
and their several nationalities. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) In 
| order to obtain the exact particulars up 
to March 3lst, the Board of Trade 
have found it necessary to address in- 
quiries to seventy-seven pilotage authori- 
ties. When replies have been received 
I shall be happy to communicate the 
result to my hon. friend. 


Aliens Bill—Religious and Political 
Refugees. 

| Mr. H. LAWSON (Tower Hamlets, 
| Mile End): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
the words ‘ prosecution for an offence of 
a political character”’ in Clause 1, Sub- 
section 3, of the Aliens Bill, covers 
| prosecution for an offence of a religious 
| character. 


| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
| Douglas.) As the Bill is worded, the 
| Answer to this Question would depend 
/on the facts of each individual case ; 
| but whether further definition is neces- 
| sary is a question that can be discussed 
‘on the Amendments already on the 
| Paper. 
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Woodford and Wanstead-- Proposed Joint | cotting which have recently taken place 
Hospital Board. | in the district. 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- | 
ford): To ask the President of the Local | Rural District Councillors as Extern 
Government Board whether he is aware! Teachers of Male Evening Schools. 
that Wanstead and Woodford are ad-| Mr. O’KELLY: To ask the Chief 
joining urban districts having popula- |Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant 
tions of 9,000 and 14,500 respectively ; | of Ireland if he will state whether any 
that Wanstead has ample _ isolation 'particu'ar disability attaches to rural 
hospital accommodation and Woodford | district councillors as extern teachers of 
has none; that an inquiry was held in | male evening schools. 
November last, under the Public Health | 
Act, 1875, at the instigation of Woodford | (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Under 
alone, and in disregard of the remon- | Rule 88 (b) of the Commissioners’ Rules, 
strance of Wanstead ; that His Majesty’s | rural district councillors cannot be recog: 
inspector reported in favour of the Local | nised as national school teachers. This 
Government Board making a compulsory | ryle is held to disqualify such persons 
Provisional Order for the formation of a | from recognition as teachers of evening 
joint hospital board for the two districts ; | wi 
that a letter from the Wanstead Urban | 
Council and a petition from the tate- | Claims of Dutch Barghers for Goods 
payers had been sent to the Local Govern- | “Gommandeered during South African 
ment Board against the Order being, War. 
made, Wanstead desiring to retain its) Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): To ask 
own hospital and to maintain its own | the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
patients; and, if so, whether he will) whether complaints have reached him 
undertake, under the circumstances, that | from Orange River Colony that receipts 
the Board will decline, at the instance | or vouchers given by Brit*sh officers to 
of Woodford alone, and in face of the Dutch burghers in respect of cattle or 
opposition of Wanstead, to make a/ other property taken for Army pu”poses 
compulsory Provisional Order (subject during the South African War still remain 
to confirmation by Parliament) for the unpaid; how many complaints have 
formation of a joint hospital board for been received ; and how have they been 
the districts of Wanstead and Woodford | dealt with; and whether he can state the 
combined. number of receipts or vouchers issued in 
| the colony; the number of them now for 
(Answered by Mr. Grant Lawson.) T | any reason remaining unpaid; and the 
am aware of the facts of this case, which | amount of money which such unpaid 
are generally as stated in the Question. receipts or vouchers represent. 
The matter is now under the considera- 
tion of the Local Government Board,| (Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
but I cannot at present state what their Complaints of this nature have reached 








decision will be. me and, in reply to my inquiries, I have 
been informed that the great majority of 
Belmullet Police Force. them are based upon no reasonable 


Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): To|grounds. As regards the remainder I am 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-| still in communication with the Governor 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state | of the Trausvaal. Pending the receipt of 
the number of police ordinarily stationed the final Report of the Central Judicial 
in Belmullet, county Mayo, and if this | Commission which has investigated the 
number has been recently exceeded ; claims based on military receipts, I am 
and, if so, will he state the reason. not able to give the figures asked for by 
the hon. Member. 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
fixed strength of the police in the district | Jamaica Fruit Industry—Subsidy to 
of Belmullet is forty-six. The present Elder, Dempster Line. 
number is fifty. The increase hasbeen! Cotoner LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
necessitated by the outrages and boy- | ping): To ask the Secretary of State for 
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the Colonies whether he is aware that one 
of the main objects in subsidising the 
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Elder, Dempster Line of steamers between | 


Jamaica and Bristol, to the extent of 
£40,000 a year, was to enable the growers 
of bananas in Jamaica to have an alterna- 
tive to selling their fruit to the American 
United Fruit Company, who were the 
only purchasers, and that this object has 
been entirely defeated by the Elder, 
Dempster Line arranging to purchase 
their fruit from the United Fruit Com- 
pany, thereby reconstituting the control 
of the market held by the Americans ; 
and whether, seeing that the small grower 
of bananas in Jamaica can only dispose 
of his fruit at 6d. to 9d. a bunch in con- 
sequence of the foregoing arrangements, 
he will consider the advisability of taking 
steps to secure for the Jamaica cultivator 
some benefit from the subsidy. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The main object of subsidising the 
Jamaica Direct Service was to stimu'ate 
the fruit trade between the United King- 
dom and the West Indies, and the 
effort has been successful. The con- 
tract provided that bananas should be 
bought for shipment by the subsidised 
steamers, and this provision is fulfilled. 
I consider that the Jamaica growers do 
receive benefit from the subsidy in the 
form of a market which would not other- 
wise be open to them, and that there is 
no reasonable ground for seeking to alter 
the terms of the contract. 


Mail Contract to the West Indies, 

MASTER or ELIBANK (Edinburgh, 
Midlothian): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he will 
state in detail the amount of the annual 
subsidies paid to the Royal Mail Steam- 
ship Company by the Governments of 
the West Indies 
respectively, and also whether he will 
state whether any of these Governments 
approves the new contracts with the 
Elder, Dempster Line; and, if so, which 
Government; and whether such approval 
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|ment to the Royal Mail Steam Packet 
Company are as follows— 


£ 

Trinidad (including a spe-ial 

contribution of £5,000 

paid to the company for 

placing the colony on their 

main line) . 9,606 
British Guiana 4,200 
Barbados 4,000 
Jamaica 2,100 
Grenada 1,000 
St. Lucia 1,000 
Antigua 1,000 
St. Vincent 450 
Dominica 450 
St. Kitts-Nevis 550 
Montserrat 200 
Virgin Islands 50 


I am not at present in a position to 
answer the remainder of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s Question. 


Sandhurst Royal Military College—Cadets 
reported to the Commandant. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War if hecan state how many 
tines the Sergeant-Major of the Royal 
Military College, Sandhurst, has made re- 
ports to the Commandant against the 
cadets in training since January Ist this 
year; and what was the nature of the 
complaints male. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The matters alluded to in the 
Question are dea't with by the Com- 
mandant, with whose discretion I am not 
prepared to interfere. I cannot, therefore, 
undertake to give the hon. Member the 
required information. 


The Jamaica Garrison. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether it is proposed 
to withdraw any of the British troops at 
present stationed in Jamaica, or otherwise 
reduce the military force now quartered 
in the colony. 


was carried by the nominated official | 


vote, acting under instructions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 


| Forster.) It is proposed to withdraw the 
‘three companies of British infantry 


The annual contributions at present made | quartered there, and to replace them by 
by the Colonial Governments to the | four companies of the West India Regi- 
subsidy paid by His Majesty’s Govern- | ment. 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. reduced rate cf 6d. per pound may be 
paid at the Customs House on Friday, 
: ‘June 30th, provided that delivery of 
Military Expenditure in South Africa. | such tea is not taken till the following 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): I | day, so as to facilitate those interested in 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War | the tea trade in the execution of their 
whether his attention has been called to | orders. 
the account on page 130 of the Army 
Appropriation Account, 1903-4, showing| Tue CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
that under ten Army Votes the military | CHEQUER (Mr. AusteN CHAMBERLAIY, 
expenditure in South Africa amounted in | Worcestershire, E.): The hon. Member 
the year 1903-4 to £7,760,653; whether | will probably have learned from the 
he is aware that this excludes head- | newspapers that the Board of Customs 
quarter administrative expenses, deferred | have already instru-t:d their officers that 
pay and recruiting expenses, non-effective | on tea required for delivery on or after 
charges, and expenditure under the | July Ist next, the reduced rate of duty, 
Military Works Acts; and whether he | 6d. per pound, may be accepted, as a 
can say what sum is to be added to the | deposit, privr to that date. Arrange- 
£7,760,653 in respect of these four items, | ments will be made for the issue early oa 
and what the total expenditure for the | July Ist of the delivery orders for parcels 
year was when these additions are made ; | of tea upon which the duty has thus been 
and can he say what the similar total deposited. 
military expenditure on South Africa was | 
for the year 1904-5, and what it is| West Indian Patent-Still Spirit. 
estimated to be for the year 1905-6. Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror/| whether he proposes to introduce any 
WAR (Mr. ArNnoip-Forsrrr, Belfast, | measures to facilitate the importation of 
W.): A note is apyended to the state- | West Indian patent-still spirit into the 
ment referred to by the hon. Member to | United Kingdom for industrial purposes; 
the effect that the items mentioned in| and whether he has any intention of 
his Question are not included in the | removing the extra duty of 4d. per 
statement. It is not possible to say how | gallon paid upon same. 
much of the expenditure incurred in 
any year on headquarter administration| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
expenses, deferred pay and recruiting | is not proposed to introduce any measure 
expenses or non-effective charges, was | giving preferential treatment to West 
incurred on account of South Africa. | Indian spirit. But if the proposals of 
The expenditure there under the Military | the Industrial Alcohol Committee are 
Works Acts in 1903-4 was £1,424,000, | adopted by Parliament, spirit from the 
and that in 1904-5 is estimated at | West Indies will derive a substantial 
£1,191,000, The probable expenditure | benefit from the new arrangements, in 
under the Military Works Acts in 1905-6 | common with all other spirit, whether 
cannot at present be stated. imported or home-made. 








Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: When will 
the Bill be brought in ? 


Reduction of Tea Duty—Clearances from 
Bond. 

Mr. SLACK — (Hertfordshire, St. | 
Albans) : I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: As 
the Exchequer whether, having regard to | soon as it is ready. It is now being 
the fact that the Ist day of July, 1905, | prepared. 
will be a Saturday, and that there will | 
therefore be only four and a-half working | Returns of Public Revenue (Interception) 
hours on that day from the time the; and Gross Departmental Expenditure. 
Customs House opens at 10 a.m. until) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
2.30 p.m., when the railway companies.| the Secretary to the Treasury can he 
cease collecting goods, arrangements will | agree to give the Returns of Public 
be made whereby the duty on tea at the | Revenue (Interception) and of (ross 
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Departmental Expenditure, which are 
down on the Paper for to-morrow. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or | 


tHE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror CAven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): I shall be able to 


give my hon, friend most of the informa- | 
tion which he desires, but I would be) 
much obliged if he could speak to me | 


privately with reference to one or two 
points in the Return. 


Scotland and the Unemployed Bill. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to’ 
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| allowed to die out in all the other Irish 
and British asylums; that the house 
built at Youghal for the resident medical 
superintendent is occupied by a chaplain 
whose chief duty is to look after the 
spiritual welfare of the nuns; that the 
Under-Secretary for Ireland has a!ready 
remonstrated with the Bishop of Cloyne 
against these irregularities; if so, will he 
| say whether they have the apy roval of 
the inspectors; andif he will take such 
|steps as are necessary to restore the 
lunatics now in charge of the Bishop of 
Cloyne to proper supervision and contro’. 


ask the President of the Lecal Govern- | 


ment Board if he can state on what | 


ground Scotland is excluded from the 


operation of the Unemployed Workmen’s | 


Bill; and whether the Government con- 
template separate leg’slation to extend 
its provisions to Scotland. 


Carratn DONELAN (Cork, E.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman consider the 
desirability of postponing his Answer 
until the Question is made more intelli- 
gible? If it refers to the Bishop of 
Cloyne it cannot refer to Dr, Kelly, and 
vice vers, 


*Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr | 


Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The Sec- | 
satisfied | 
that the conditions prevailing in Scotland | 


retary for Scotland is not 
at the present time are such as to require 
special legislation in the direction con- 


templated by the hon. Member, 


Mr. 
Tydvil) : 
similar Bill for Scotland 
future 2 


KEIR HARDIE: (Merthyr 


in the near 


*Wr. SCOTT DICKSON: I am afraid 


Ican give no promise. 


Youghal Auxiliary Lunatic Asylum. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Treland if any change has | 


heen made in the arrangement which 
permitted Dr. Kelly, the Roman Catholic 


Bishop of Cloyne, to fit out at the public | 


expense a vacant industrial school at 
Youghal for the reception of insane 


patients, and if Dr. Kelly is paid a/| 


capitation grant for each patient; whether 
he is aware that the patients are nursed 
by nuns who have had no previous train- 
ing in such duties, that there is no 
resident medical superintendent, and 
that the medical cure of the patients 
is under the control of a 
physician, who has had no _previcus 
training in the diseases of the insane, 
although visiting physicians have been 


Is it intended to introduce a | 


visiting | 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ~ ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 
S.): The inaccuracy to which the hon. 
Member refers does not make it 
impossible to answer the Question. 


Captain DONELAN: I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will be as charitable 
to Questions from this side of the House. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In reply to 
my hon. friend’s Question of February 
23rdt last, my right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Dover made a very full statement 
| on this matter, which substantially covers 
the ground of the present Question. It 
is only necessary to repeat that the two 
| points connected with the administration 
of this auxiliary asylum in regard to 
which the inspectors have raised objec- 
tion are, first, the appointment of a 
visiting instead of a resident medical 
| officer, and, secondly, the resolutions of 
| the committee of management relieving 


|the resident medical superintendent of 
| the Cork Asylum from all responsibility 
for the discipline and domestic manage- 
| ment of the auxiliary. In regard to the 
| first, the consent of the Lord-Lieutenant 
| to the appointment of a visiting medical 
| officer has only been given as a tentative 
| measure which will be open to recon- 
| sideration if the arrangement should 


ae pineme ie Ds 
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prove defective ; and as to the second, in connection with this auxiliary asylum 
the committee have been informed that were carried out by the Cork County 
the resolutions are illegal, and have been Council, and have given complete 
called upon to correct the illegality. | satisfaction? Is he aware also that it is 
The Under-Secretary has made represen- | inaccurate to say that the nurses are 
tations on the subject to Dr. Kelly, | untrained, seeing that some of them 
Bishop of Ross, who is a member of the | possess certificates ? 

committee. The capitation grant is | 
payable to the county council. Mr. WALTER LONG: I must ask for 
‘notice of any further Question. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Can the | A 


right hon. Gentleman say where these Manufacture of Alcohol from Potatoes 


| 
| 


Junatics were before they were brought | in Ireland. 
to this asylum, and under what circum- Mr. NOLAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
stances they were transferred ? ‘Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 


‘he is aware that millions of tons of 
*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): | potatoes are annually used in Germany 
And ave the patients confined in this | for the manufacture of crude alcohol for 
auxiliary asylum the harmless insane? | motoring and manufacturing purposes; 
‘and whether, seeing that Ireland is a 
Mr. WALTER LONG: I believe so. | potato-growing country, the restrictions 
/on the making of spirit there for in- 
*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Was not a dustrial purposes can be relaxed in such 
clause put into the Local Government a way as to place Ireland in a position to 
(Ireland) Act of 1889, the very object of compete with Germany and other foreign 
which was that the harmless insane | countries. 
should be treated in such auxiliary 
asylums ¢ | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: In 
: Paragraph 4 of their recently presented 
Mr. WALTER LONG: Obviously I Report, the Industrial Alcohol Com- 
must refer to the clause before I answer | mittee stated that they were satisfied 
that Question, And in order to reply «that in the present agricultural con- 
to the hon. Member for Kast Mayo I must ditions of this country it wou'd not be 
refer to the authorities on the spot. | possible to found a profitable industry on 
: ; | the employment of potatoes as a material 
Mr. SLOAN: As the Bishop has been | for distillation.” The evidence on which 
remonstrated with on this matter, does | this conclusion was based will be found 
the Irish Executive intend to reconsider | jn Questions 5656-5854 of the Minutes of 
the decision come to ? Evidence. Briefly, it may be said that 
‘it would not pay to make spirit from 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The arrange- potatoes unless the potatoes could be 
ment has been consented to by the Lord- purchased at a price not exceeding about 
Lieutenant as a temporary one, and £1 per ton. In Ireland potatoes fetch 
obviously I can make no announcement not less than £2 per ton. 
of a final decision by the Irish Executive 
until there has been time to judge the Ivish National Teachers’ Pension Fund. 
results of the experiment. Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury if he will 
Mr. SLOAN: Are you inquiring into take into consideration, at the earliest 
it 2 | opportunity, the advisability of placing 
‘the Irish National Teachers’ Pension 


Ty TY. se . | Fund on a basis that will ensure similar 
ee ‘treatment to that given to disabled 


ss of the Iris} cutiv | : 
dine. aaanieciiniainiideatienaidicans ! teachers in England and Scotland. 
| Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH Jsaid the 
™ Captain DONELAN: Is the right hon. | Treasury could not undertake to make 
Gentleman aware that the arrangements | any change until they had the results of 
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the valuation which would be made this | 
year. 


Mz. SLOAN: In what month 2 
Me. VICTOR CAVENDISH: De- 
cember. 


Government Redistribution Proposals. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury when he intends to intro- 
duce his Redistribution proposals; and 
whether he intends to proceed by Bill, 
Resolution, or otherwise. 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): I cannot fix 
any date for dealing with this subject, 
but I can inform the hon, Gentleman 
that we propose to deal with it by 
Resolution and not by Bill, which, indeed, 
is the only possible method. 


Dursey Island Eviction. 

Mr, T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I desire to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what were 
the special circumstances for giving the 
use of the Government vessel ‘Storm 
Co:k” for the purpose of conveying an 
armed force to Dursey Island for the 
eviction of one tenant from his holding ; 
what was the amount of rent due; what 
has been the cost, up to date, of this 
armed force, and of the transport; 
whether any offer of settlement was made 
by the Congested Districts Board to the 
landlord of this estate before the evic- 
tion; and whether under the circum- 
stances he will at once withdraw the 
armed force from the island, and also 
withdraw the ‘‘Storm Cock” from the 
service of the landlord for eviction pur- 
poses, and will he charge the landlord for 
the us2 of the vessel up to the present. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I only received 
notice of this Question just before the 
House met. The services of a Govern- 
ment vessel were requisitioned by the 
sheriff of the county in the execution of 
a decree of the Superior Court. he 
Admiralty placed the vessel at the dis- 
posal of the sheriff, as they were bound 
inlaw todo. The police will remain on 
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the island so long as they are required for 
the protection of the sheriff’s officers. ~ 
am unable to give the information 
desired in the remainder of the Question 
at such short notice and without making 
local inquiry, 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: I assume that 
the facts must have been presented to the 
right hon, Gentleman before he sanctioned 
the use of the armed forces of the Crown, 
and I, therefore, beg to ask leave to move 
the adjournment of the House in order to 
call attention to a definite matter of 
urgent public importance—namely, “ the 
action of the Irish Executive in furaish- 
ing a Government vessel for the convey- 
ance of an armed force to Dursey Island 
for the purpose of assisting the landlord 
to evict one of his tenants, and the main- 
tenance of the armed force on the island.” 


The pleasure of the House not having 
been signified, Mr. Derury-Sreaker called 
on those Members who supported the 
Motion to rise in their places, and not less 
than forty Members having accordingly 
risen, 


The Motion stood over, under Standing 
Order No. 10, until the Kvening Sitting, 
this day. 


NEW BILLS. 


SOTTAGE HOMES BILL 

“To authorise the provision of Cottage 
Homes for the Aged Poor,” presented by 
Mr. John Hutton; supported by Mr. 
Wharton, Mr. Brigg, Sir Ernest Flower, 
Sir Walter Foster, Mr. Goulding, Mr. 
Paulton, Mr. Joseph Pease, Mr. T. W. 
Russell, and Sir William Wilson-Todd ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 
May 3lst, and to be printed. [Bill 195.] 


EDUGATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
(No. 2) BILL. 

* To amend The Education Act, 1902,” 
presented by Mr. Arthur Henderson ; 
supported by Mr. Shackleton, Mr. Crooks, 
Mr. Bell, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. John Wilson, 
(Durham), Mr. Johnson, Mr. Broadhurst, 
Sir John Gorst, Mr. Thomas Richards, 
Dr. Macnamara, and Mr. Keir Hardie ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next, 
aud tobe printed. [Buiil 196.] 
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ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (FEEDING 
OF CHILDREN) (No. 2) BILL. 

“To make provision for the Feeding of 
Children in Public Elementary Schools,” 
presented by Mr. Claude Hay ; supported 
by Mr. James Hope, Dr. Macnamara, Sir 
Albert Rollit, Sir Ernest Flower, Mr. 
Coghill, and Mr. Ridley; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 197.] 


WAYS AND MEANS [Apri 10TH] REPORT. 

Order read, 
Debate on Question [April 12th], ‘ That | 
this House doth agree with the Committee 
in the First Resolution :— 


EXCHEQUER BONDS. 


1. “That for the purpose of paying off | 
any Exchequer bonds issued under the | 


Supplemental War Loan Acts of 1900, 


any sums not exceeding ten million | 
pounds be raised by the issue of | 
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|be provision for the extinction of debt. 
Let them spend as much as they liked, 
but let it be spent out of income and not 
out of capital. Year after year seven or 
eight millions were spent in a way which 
was not legitimate, and since the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was one of the 
| original sinners in the ofience which 
'was committed by the Public Works 
|Loan expenditure he hoped he would 
now apply himself with all the greater 
vigour to reforming this unsound method 
of voting the expenditure of the country, 
Undoubtedly reform was needed in the 
|present system. He would not stay to 
‘inquire whether it was right for the Ad- 
‘miralty or the War Office—— 





Mr. DEPUTY -SPEAKER : Order, 
Order! The hon. Gentleman is not en- 


| titled now to discuss the genera! financial 
| position of the country. He must con- 
‘fine himself strictly to the question of 
the issue of these Exchequer bonds, 


Exchequer bonds to be current, subject | 


to the provisions for the redemption of | 


the total issue, for a period of ten years, 
and that in each year of that period | 
one-tenth part of the total issue of the 
new bonds be drawn for repayment and 
redeemed by the application for the 
purpose of the requisite part of the new 
sinking fund, and that the permanent 


Mr. COHEN regretted that he had 
—_ bevond the limit of the debate, 
He would conclude by saying that the 
| gratitude of the country and of the House 
/was due to the Chancellor of the Ex- 
|chequer for the almost new system he 
| was introducing for the repayment of 


| debt. 


annual charge for the National Debt be | 


increased so as to be £28,000,000. 


raising or paying off any such sums, and 
the principal of and interest on any such 
sums, be charged on the Consolidated 
Fund, and, as to the interest, be paid as 


part of the permanent annual charge for | 


the National Debt.” 
Question again proposed. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he, 
personally, did not approve of the manner 
in which the bonds were issued, because 
he thought it was not calculated to secure 
them the most favourable terms. But 
at the same time he wished to congratu- 
Jate the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
on his action in providing the means, by 
the present Resolution, of ensuring the 
absolute automatic repayment of the 
colossal debt which was now pressing on 
the finances of the country. Concurrently 
with expenditure there ought always to 


That | 
any expenses incurred in connection with | 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
pointed out that the remarks of the 
| hon. Member were a reminder to the 
| House that while the Chancellor of the 
Kxchequer was making provision on one 
‘hand for the repayment of debt, on the 
other he was incurring debt. But how 
|was it that the House was discussing 
/now this Resolution on Report when the 
ten millions of bonds had been issued ? 
Had the Law Officers of the Crown been 
present he would have asked them ‘f 
there was any precedent for such a 
proceeding. Could the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer give any authority for 
issuing these bonds before he obtaincd 
the approval of the House to the Resolu- 
tion passed in Committee ? He believed 
that no precedent could be quoted. Even 
if the Resolution, however, were refused 
by the House it would be now impossible 
to rescind the contract. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer could not go into the 
market and repay the money to those 
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who had subscribed for the bonds. 
also suggested that in making these 
financ.al arrangements for the issue of 
bonds the payment of interest should be 
made the same for all persons who took 
them. The element of lottery speculation 
at present introduced wa» not a wise 
arrangement. There was to be a ten 
years currency of the bonds. What was 
the result? The bonds were issued at 
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who drew his bonds the first year. The 
true method of judging the system was 
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to take the average in the proportion 


2? per cent. and were subscribed at 98. | 


Those which were drawn at the end of 
the first year would receive repayment 
at par in addition to the 2} per cent. 
interest; practically they would get a 
little over 4 per cent. on their investment, 
while on the other hand the bonds drawn 
last would produce only about 3} per 
cent. The fact that business men did 
not approve of these methods was shown 
by the fact that the subscription for the 
bonds was so small. He certainly did 
not think it wise to introduce this lottery 
system into our financial arrangements, 


*Mr. RITCHIE (Croydon) said that the 
hon, Member was under an entire mis- 
apprehension as to the practice govern- 
ing the issue of loans. It was the 
practice, when the money was_ being 
borrowed, for the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to act upon the Resolution 
passed in Committee, and not to wait for 
its confirmation in the House or in the 
Bill. The reason for this was obvious. 
To have the issuing of a loan hanging 
for an indefinite period over the market 
was very prejudicial in the public interest. 
He had himself when at the Treasury 
acted on the principle indicated, and he 


_ believed that previous Chancellors of. 








the Exchequer had followed the same 
procedure. With regard to the question 
of the mode in which the money had 


which might be drawn every year. He 
reckoned that the amount of interest 
paid, taking into account commissions and 
other matters, was a little over £3 2s. 6d. 
In his judgment that was rather an 
extravagant figure for the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to pay, though he 
knew well the great difficulties which 
surrounded the subject, and the various 
opinions which were held as to the best 
method of dealing with the question. 
He was certain that his right hon. 
friend had taken the best advice pro- 
curable, and had acted in the way he 
thought best for the public interest. 
Personally he did not think that the 
City believed it to be either the right 
method or the right time to choose. 
The money could have been borrowed on 
somewhat better terms, As to the 
£10,000,000, he was glad that his right 
hon. friend had, notwithstanding many 
temptations to the contrary, adopted 
a method by which a _ considerable 
additional sum would be available for 
the repayment of debt. It might be 
thought that he was uttering an opinion 
contrary to the view he expressed when 
at the Exchequer; but it must be re- 
membered that at that time there was 
every expectation that we should receive 
large repayments on account of the 
£30,000,000 from the Transvaal. He 
had acted not only on the strong views 
held at the Colonial Office at the time, 
but he was extremely careful to go 
through all the reports which came from 
Lord Milner. He was then fully per- 
suaded that the hopes he expressed as 
to the revenue of the Transvaal would 


| be realised. 


been borrowed he confessed that he was | 


not quite sure that the proper course had 
heen adopted. He doubted whether he 
would have followed the method adopted 
by his right hon. friend, and he certainly 
thought that better terms might have 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 


| The right hon. Gentleman gave an actual 


pledge that the money would be forth- 


‘coming. 


been secured had a different method and. 


another moment been chosen for issue. 


He thought that the amount of interest 
payable under this system of borrowing | 
was higher than the figure at which the | 
Treasury ought to have been able to | £10,000,000 than to the exact period when 


borrow. It was not a fair argument to 
single out for contrast the individual 


| 
| 


*Mr. RITCHIE denied that he went so 
far as that. What he said amounted to 
much less than a pledge. He merely 
stated the facts. He attached more 
importance to the payment of the first 


the other instalments would be forth- 
coming. Occupying the position he did, 
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it would have been foolish for him not 
to have expressed a belief that the money 
would be forthcoming. Unfortunately 
the money had not been forthcoming, 
but no one could be surprised at the 
fact, having regard to the state of 
finances in the Transvaal. It would be 
a monstrous thing to saddle the Trans- 
vaal with this large debt payment every 
year when its finances were hardly in a 
condition to meet the ordinary expendi- 
ture of the country. It seemed to him, 
therefore, that in present circumstances 
nothing remained for the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer but to make some other 
provision for the extinction of debt. 
His right hon. friend had acted most 
wisely in seeking to discharge a portion 
of the Debt in the way he had provided, 
although, as he had said, he felt that the 
time was not well chosen for the issue, 
and more had been paid for the accom- 
modation than ought to hae been. 


Ways 


*Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) said the 
Conservative predecessors of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had shown a 
consistent tendency to spoil the Sinking 
Fund. It was therefore a relief to find 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
taken a small step in the right direction ; 
but the question was whether the step was 
large enough, and the point he desired to 
make was, that in place of this £10,000,000 
being met by a further borrowing, a 
very much larger sum ought to have 
been met out of current taxation if we 
were to put ourselves in at all a good 
position financially. Ifthe South African 
War had resulted in our acquiring an 
asset, there might have been something 
said for deferring the repayment of the 
debt incurred for that war; but instead 
of it being an asset, we found it a 
huge liability, for the holding of it 
implied the employment of about 25,000 
soldiers there at a cost of something like 
£5,000,000 a year. In October, 1899, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham put forward as a 
reason for engaging in the war that we 
should avoid having so large a garrison 
in South Africa if we managed to beat 
our foes; but, instead of having efiected 
this, we were still obliged to keep up a 
large garrison there, and the country, 
instead of being an asset, was a liability. 


Mr. Ritehie. 
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Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Order, 
order! The hon. Member is allowing 
himself too much licence. He is not 
entitled to review the whole policy of 
the war. 


Mr. BLACK said he hoped he would 
be in order in pointing out that our 
indebtedness was not decreasing. In 
1904 the Debt amounted to £794,000,000 
as against £798,000,000 in 1903. Under 
ordinary circumstances one would have 
thought that this decrease would have 
been effected hy the operation of the 
Sinking Fund, but it was not so 
effected; it was almost entirely due 
to £3,000,000 recovered from the Trans- 
vaal. In 1905 they found the Debt 
had again increased to £796,000,000, 
so that during the whole of these years 
we had not paid off a single penny; on 
the contrary, we had diminished our 
assets, while our Debt remained practi- 
cally the same. What was the position 
in the current year? We should have 
only paid off £468,009, and this in the 
piping times of peace. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer seemed to deal with the 
matter of national finance as if the 
nation were a person with a secure title, 
and perhaps with a mortgage on his 
estate; and, so long as he paid the 
interest on the mortgage, kept the repairs 
going, and kept the household up, he 
thought he did well. But this was far 
from being the position of a nation, and 
particularly this nation. We were inthe 
position of a person whose title was sub- 
ject to attack, and who might be called 
upon to defend his title at a cost that 
might be greater than the whole value of 
his estate; and unless this country made 
due provision in times of peace 
and prosperity by the reduction of debt 
or the accumulation of assets we should 
find ourselves without the sinews of war 
when we most needed them. FAt the 
present moment our” indebtedness 
amounted to £796,000,000, but to this 
there was to be added the indebtedness 
of local bodies, amounting to very little 
less than £300,000,000, making a total of 
something like £1,100,000,000, or more 
than £25 per head of the population cr 
£120 per householder. How many house- 
holders were there possessed of assets to 
the extent of £120, their rateable quota 
to the National Debt? He ventured 
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to say there were comparatively few. 
With the single exception of France, he 
thought, too, it would be found that all 
our neighbours were better off in this 
respect. Russia, before the war, was 
only indebted to the extent of some 
£16 or £17 per householder; Germany 
£12, France £150, and Italy £80, He 
agreed that, comparing national wealth 
with national indebtedness, our position 
was not quite so bad, but they had to 
look at what that wealth consisted of. 
France’s national wealth consisted largely 
of landed property which could not be 
moved out of the country; but ours con- 
sisted to a large extent of fugitive wealth, 
in the shape ot industrial capital, holdings 
in Colonial or Foreign Government 
securities, or intereste of various kinds 
in undertakings outside the country 
which, if taxed too heavily, in sudden 
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emergency would cross the border. 
Therefore we ought to make _pro- 


vision year by year for our national 
requirements, and this was exactly what 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer failed to 
realise, even in the provision which had 
been so much praised. If he had added 
£5,000,000 to the Sinking Fund it might 
have come approximately to what was 
required. There were only two wavs of 
sound finance—either to diminish expen- 
diture or increase income ; and he hoped 
another vear the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer would do a little more to put 
the finances of the nation in a sound 
position, and so furnish us with what 
were, after all, the true sinews of war. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES next rose. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 
Member for Lynn Regis has exhausted his | 
tight of speech. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then if lam 
not to be heard, I presume the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer cannot speak. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Only with 
the leave of the House, 


Mr.GIBSON BOWLES: Whatoccurred | 
on the last occasion was that if a Question 
was asked one could not get an Answer. 
The debate was a very short one. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 
Member’s speech was a shor‘ one, but it, 
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occupied half a column of Hansard, 
and therefore can hardly be looked upon 
as simply a Question. The hon. Member 
for Halifax also spoke on that occasion. 
I have refreshed my memory by looking 
up the report. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I too have 
refreshed my memory, and I think the 
right hon. Gentleman will find I merely 
urged reasons against proceeding with the 
matter at that particular moment, and 
the Chancellor agreed with me. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: But still 
the speech was made on the Motion 
before the House. 


Mr. WHITLEY : I simply appealed to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer not to 
proceed with the Motion. I only indi- 
cated points which needed to be dis- 
cussed and said the ten minutes which 
remained was not sufficient time for the 
discussion. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: It was open 
to the hon. Member to continue his ob- 
s-rvations. I am afraid I cannot take 
into account the quality of a speech. 
All I can say is that the hon. Member 
did speak and that his speech is reported 
to the extent of one-third of a column. 
He therefore technically exhausted his 
right. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I speak 
with the indulgence of the House / 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If the 
hon. Member has the leave of the House 
it is not for me to interfere. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES thanked the 
House for permitting him to speak and 
said that in view of that indulgence he 
felt that his remarks should not be 
lengthy. He would endeavour to 
keep to the point of the Resolution— 
viz., the specitic method of dealing with 
a specific portion of debt. It was pro- 
posed to deal with the unfunded portion 
of the Debt by an entirely new method, 
by issuing Treasury bonds to the extent 
of £19,000,000 under wholly new con- 
ditions. He was not fond of these new- 
fangled methods of finance, he was not 
an admirer of the new devices. Tet 
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them examine this matter upon its | 
merits. He understood that the rate of | 
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paid them by reborrowing. They were 
in the position of a man who said, “] 
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interest was governed by the War Loans | | owe you half-a-crown: if you will lend me 


Act of 1900, The rate of interest of | 


these £10,000,000 of bonds was therefore | 
' that this was a renewal of debt with five 


years longer for repayment. 
of the Treasury were numerous; it was 


2? per cent., and the price obtained for 
them was about 98°6. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Austen CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): £98 13s. 10d. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Say then 
98°7. On an average the 
would receive something over 3 per cent. 
for his money, although those paid off in 
the first year would realise over 4 per 
cent. 
form of issue. This was the first time 
in modern financial history that England 
had trusted to a lottery for raising 
money. ‘These were eminently lottery 
bonds, and he was only surprised that 
they did not fetch a higher price. The 
right hon. Member for Croydon had 
partly explained that by intimating 
that the Treasury made a _ serious 
mistake and _ issued these bonds 
under wrong conditions at a wrong time. 
That was a very serious allegation, and 
he was sure the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer wovld feel that it needed a 
serious answer, for if the Treasury 
existed for anything at all, it was to see 
that issues of this kind were made at the 
right time under the right conditions, 
Another point was that by the War 


Loans Act, 1900, £13,000,000 of Treasury | 


bills and bonds, which this issue was 
partially to meet, were to be repaid on 
April 5th, 1910, but this £10,000,000 was 
to run until 1915, and therefore the term 
of repayment was extended by five years. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : May 
I be permitted to interrupt the hon. 
Gentleman? The Exchequer bonds were 
redeemable within six years, and some of 
them have already been redeemed. In 
the Supplementary War Loans Act there 
is a provision allowing new bonds of a 
similar amount to be issued for the pur- 
pose of redeeming them. 


GIBSON BOWLES said that 
did not effect his point. The “ Rake’s 
Progress” was quite complete. The 
Treasury issued the bonds and re- 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


' *Mr. 


holder | 


He had some grievance as to the | 


the money I will repay you.” He sub- 
mitted he was right in his contention 


The wiles 


not always easy to follow the intricacies 


of its finance. But the disentangled 
fact remained. Now this issue was 


made for the especial purpose of 
dealing with the Unfunded Debt, 
and that debt undoubtedly required 
serious attention. Although the Funded 
Debt had decreased in the last ten years, 
the Unfunded Debt had increased enor- 
mously during the same period, and 
by much more than the Funded Debt 
had diminished,*so that the total debt 
was a great deal more than it was. While 
the Funded Debt had in the year ending 
March 31st, 1905, been reduced from 
£637,600,000 to £635,600,000, which 
showed a reduction of £2,000,000, the 
Unfunded Debt of all sorts had been 
increased in the same year by over 
£4,000,000, mainly in the loans for Works. 
So that while we apparently owed 
£2,000,000 less if the Funded Debt were 
alone regarded, yet, when the whole 
debt was considered, we really owed 
above £2,000,000 more. The Unfunded 
Debt was the worst form of debt and the 
most dangerous, and it was increasing 
alarmingly. The Unfunded Debt stood 
on March 31st, 1905, at £161,000,000 as 
compared with £156,700,000 in 1904 
and £79,000,000 in 1894, and 
it was to be increased by at least 
£8,000,000 this year for what was called 
capital expenditure on works. The 
Budget was quite sound, as far as it went 
it was plain, honest, and straightforward, 
but it did not go by any means 
far enough in the direction of 
retrenchment and of making provision to 
meet the Debt. He would warn the 
House and the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer to beware of new methods of meet- 
ing debt; the only real way to raise 
money was to have new taxation or to 
omit taking off existing taxation. If 
they took the total national indebtedness, 
quite apart from local indebtedness, they 
would find that with Funded and Un- 
funded Debt, contingent liabilities, and 
guaranteed loans this country was at the 
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present moment under a load of liability 
which nearly approached £1,000,000,000. 
He thought the provision for the redemp- 
tion of the Debt was insufficient. But 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had to 
deal with the expenditure which the 
Hous? had accepted or would accept. 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite pretended to. 
have a monopoly of the desire for peace, | 
retrenchment, and reform. That was not | 
so. He could assure them that on his | 
side of the House there were as good 
advocates of peace, retrenchment, and 
reform as anv that could be found on 
the other side. He himself felt very 
considerable apprehension on this matter. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
shown the right spirit. The Treasury, 
he believed, was animated by an abso- 
lutely correct view of our finances; 
indeed, he should call this a sound 
Treasury Budget. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was so far entitled to credit, but he 
begged him to persevere in the right 
direction, to stiffen his back, to set up his 
upper lip against the Departments, and to 
lsarn to refuse them all they wanted. 
He begged the right hon. Gentleman to 
take to heart the example of the 
Admiralty, which had succeeded, they 
were told, in increasing the efficiency of 
the Navy while reducing the expenditure 
by £5,500,000. That was the direction 
inwhich they must primarily look. If 
that direction was successfully pursued 
then, and then alone, would they get a 
reduction of debt. 


837 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) said the debate that afternoon 
had confined itself to two parts, namely, 
first, the general indebtness of the 
country, and, second, the particular 
manner in which the Exchequer bonds had 
been created and issued. He did not in- 
tend to go at length into the first question, 
because on the Second Reading of the 
Finance Bill, or in Committee, there 
would be better opportunities of dealing 
with that matter than upon a Resolution. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Croydon stated that in consequence 
of the failure of the Transvaal to pay the 
£30,000,000 of indebtedness, his calcula- 


] tion of two years ago of the annual amount 


that ought to be provided towards the 
redemption of the Debt had largely 
broken down. That was to say, the Debt , 
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was not, under the present conditions, 
being redeemed in the way he had in- 
tended or desired. In supporting the 
proposal to give an additional £1,600,000 
annually to the reduction of debt, he 
wanted to comment on the fact that 
many Members on both sides of the 
House did not consider that this sum 
ought to be taken as against the 
£30,000,000 which was expected from 
the Transvaal. Two years ag), even 
including the £30,000,000, they did not 
consider that the right hon. Gentlemen 
was making sufficient provision for the 
reduction of debt. Quite apart from 
that question, they would support the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in adding 
£1,090,000 to the reduction of debt. 
The figures given by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn were of very serious 
moment to the country. The hon. 
Member’s statement, broadly speaking, 
amounted to this. The war had cost 
£260,000,009, and, apart from the war 
cos’, our indebtedness was exactly the 
same now as it was before the war took 
place. At the present moment we had 
not redeemed a single million of the 
charge which the Debt had thrown upon 
the country. Before the war the debt 
charge was £23,000,000 a year. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Croydon increased that to £27,000,009, 
the increase of £4,000,000 represent- 
ing the interest on the war debt. 
The charge should have been £4,590,000. 
The total net burden to the  tax- 
payer, quite apart from the question 
of how much went to the reduc- 
tion of debt or for interest at the 
present moment, was only £500,000 a 
year more than before the war period. 


and Means. 


As to the other point—the issue of 
Exchequer bonds—he ventured to remark 
when the subject was before the House 
at an earlier period that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was making a mistake 
in creating a particular sinking fund in 
respect of these bonds. In his opinion 
it was a mistake to make appropria- 
tions of particular sums to particular 
purposes, What would happen? It 


might very well happen that in the next 


ten years it might be better finance, and 
more economical, to apply another 
£1,000,009 to the reduction of debt rather 
thanto the redemption of these Exchequer 








839 Ways 


‘COMMONS} 


and Means. 840 


bonds, and, therefore, he thought it was |.was only the first on the Paper. There 


a pity that the Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer had tied his hands and those of | 


his successors as to the way this 
£1,000,000 might be applied to the 
redemption of debt. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s chief argument was that it 
would prevent some subsequent Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer from robbing the 
Sinking Fund. He could only say, speak- 
ing from the experience of the past, that 
if they had a predatory Chancellor of the 
Exchequer nothing would stand in the 
way of his suspending the Sinking 
Fund and using it another way. 
The £10,000,000 of Exchequer bonds had, 
as had already been shown, been issued 
at a price which was very costly to the 
British taxpayer. The price was 3} ver 
cent., whereas the ordinary credit of the 
country was very considerably below 
that sum. That was on account of the 
particular form in which the bonds had 
been issued, namely, for ten years with a 
liability to be paid at any time within 
the period. That was a distinctly un- 
attractive form of investment and it 
accounted for the dearer price we had ‘o 
pay for interest. There was force in 
what had been stated by one or two 
previous speakers, namely, that this was 
the first time since the days of Pitt that 
we were actually issuing lottery bonds. 
Some holders would be fortunate enough 
to have their bonds drawn earlier than 
others, who might have to go through the 
full currency of the bonds. He did not 
think that was a system which was 
altogether satisfactory to our modern 
ideas. We had at the present moment 
too many forms of bonds and complica- 
tions in regard to the issue of our Debt, 
and it was to be regretted that another 
had been created. It seemed to him to 
be a step in the wrong direction. He 
did not think this new form would 
be very negotiable. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer deserved full credit 
for having added £1,000,000 a year to 
the sum devoted to the diminution of 
debt, but he did not seem to have 
been well advised in regard to the 
method of issuing the Exchequer bonds, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he hoped the House would facilitate 
the progress of these Resolutions, of 


which the one they were discussing 
Mr. Sydney Buxton. 


were one or two points raised in the 
course of the discussion to which it 
was necessary for him to make some 
reply. The first was in regard to the 
amount which was allocated in his Budget 
proposals for the redemption of the 
National Debt. That amount must be 
judged not merely by the intrinsic sum, 
but by the proportion which it bore to 
the Debt for the service of which it was 
appointed. Judged in that way, he 
thought the sum set aside this year as 
Sinking Fund would bear comparison 
with anything that they had been 
accustomed to do in recent years. It 
was not easy to go back further than 
1888-89, because in that year great 
changes were made in the conversion 
scheme, In that year, which he might 
call the heyday of the Sinking Fund, the 
amount available for the redemption of 
dead-weight debt was £7,577,000, which 
was 1°19 per cent. of the dead-weight 
debt. With the addition which he had 
proposed to the fixed debt charge of 
£1,000,000 in the current year, the 
Sinking Fund now amounted to 
£8,650,000, which was 1°14 per cent. of 
the dead-weight charge, and it would, 
in fact, bear a larger proportion to the 
dead-weight debt than it had borne in 
any but two of the whole series of 
years beginning with 1888-89, Of eourse, 
as the Sinking Fund operated to redeem 
the Debt it automatically reduced the 
amount required for interest and increased 
the Sinking Fund available in subsequent 
years, 


The right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Croydon referred to the 
anticipation which he had entertained 
of receiving an earlier payment of 
the Transvaal war contribution. Sup- 
posing that anticipation had been realised 
and £20,000,000 of that contribution had 
already been paid, that sum would have 
been devoted to redeeming some of the 
floating debt that was costing us on the 
average 3 per cent, per annum, and there 


‘would have been £600,000 less required 


for interest and £600,000 more available 
for the reduction of debt than there 
were before he made his proposals to the 
House. Against that £600,000 he had 
set his proposal to vote £1,000,000. 
Whether that was sufficient or insufficient, 
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he was asking the House todo something | Question on the Paper. The estimate 
) more than was contemplated by his right | for the special Sinkng Fund applicable 
; hon. friend the Member for Croydon. to the debt outside the fixed debt charge 
, for the vear 1905-6 was £1,683,000. If 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said if the | they added that sum to the £8,659,000 
) anticipations of the right hon, Gentleman included in the fixed debt charge, they 
, the Memberfor Croydon had been realised, would obtain a total of £10,555, 000, 
next year the third instalment of the which was the amount the House was 
; contribution would have been paid. asked to vote in reduction of debt in the 
) current year. In his opinion that was 
; FOmEAE CE - ..:7| not an inadequate amount for the 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said) (00 ek Piso ssn cr ee: 
he was dealing with the situation as it Ee nae a Pee 
3 was at present, If they were to look the circumstances of the present time; 
forward to another year they must con- ee he thought that opinion in circles 
sider what was going to happen in the a ee judge outside that 
t fees ohdeat-was. Weel aed propose House would support him, not merely in 
; this addition to the Sinking Fund in lieu | ™CTC?S!48 the Sinking Fund, but in the 
f of or asan alternative to the Transvaal | #™mount of the increase which he had 
” rt : « a . aa * ass e oa 
t war contribution. He thought it would | PTOPO% d to the House. 
rave been wr ask the Transvaal! to ae , - 
e pane Doom wrong to ask Sie: Aranavant ™ [he hon. Member for North Mon- 
pay that contribution in the circum- . 
Bae . eae mouth had asked him whether there 
: stances of the past year. The Govern- “aa: ‘see dear’ te ; oi 
4 as: seeder redins 
+ ment thought it would be inexpedient | —- y I cg . ne 
t &§ : .2 : -,,| With the issue of a loan in circum- 
ia and impolitic 1o impose by the authority | hansen cdi ts. Shain ta a ae 
® of that House in a purely nominated |? °°" [0 & ee 
a oo bedee Si | issue of Exchequer bonds was made. 
» Assembly an obligation on the Transvaal | ,, : 
eg .. ° | There were several precedents for pro- 
© vhich they expected the Transvaal volun- | : . E 
DP OP. ciliv- de cues Ya tin ate aamennnace ceeding, before the sanction of the House 
f me pelle re nen ee complete, at the exact moment at 
, i se which he had proceeded. In 1901 the 
ie a r a , Ue 1S t] ‘ “isl » Jaa 
Se «ROBERT REID (Demirice| Reeclaton authonmig: te Mey 
P Burghs) : We are all agreed £60,000,000 of Consols was taken on 
if ” _— April 19th, the issue was made on April 
,, Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN <aid | 20th, the Report of the Committee’s Re- 
n pee , ee ‘ ’ s i "as ake il April 29th 
eH he was verv glad they were all agreed, erally “sl — pe tie 
q | He woull not name a date, hut with the | ° a lad! grimy sare OT ea 
 returnins prosperity of the Transvaal he Lows Auge ss MB Une eneee yee: 
t lid not doubt that our fellow-citizens | Phere were obvious reasons, as his ,right 
there would make their contribution to | 20m. friend the Member for Croydon had 
. the expenses of that great war, and that — out, why Pe ony frequently 
a . . . . 3SUT's vey “4 9 ad sue 
i the contribution would be available, in au iad oe ener er “ ais Porc 01 
ee . Ss r € ~ ( as ‘a » - 
d addition to the effort which he was} US, KG as so a a eo 
7 asking this country to make, for the | t2t!o2 of the Government had been 
of reduction of the Debt , given. It wasno doubt an inconvenience 
p. ; tothe Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
d - ; : Treasury sometimes that they could not 
id Sir ROBERT REID said he wished to proceed at the moment which they them- 
ve ask the right hon. Gentleman whether he | selves would most desire ; but they were 
he was able to compare the net diminution | } ound to come to the House of Commons 
he Ff) of the _— debt of the country | before they could invite tenders, and 
Te | in 188-89 _— the net diminution of | ¢he fact of their having to disclose their 
ed the entire debt of the country in the} intentions to the House of Commons on 
le present year. a particular date, fixed for otherreasons, 
re might force them to make an issue at an 
he Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said | earlier moment than they would other- 
ad if the figures for 1888-89 were not before | wise have chosen. But, be that as it 
0. | him, but he could obtain them if the| might, the precedent on which he was able 
nt, | hon. and learned Gentleman would put a | to found himself was there. 
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He must say a brief word as to| guarante: of the Government of Great 


the time and form of the issue. 
H> did not think the time itself 
vas ill-chosen, though he did think the 
news, over which they had no control and 
which it is impossible to foresee, which 
came during the week when the tenders 





were opened was probably not such as} 


to tend to a favourable result in respect 
of the issue. As regarded the popularity 
o: unpopularity of the method of draw- 
ings, he thought opinion in the City and 
elsewhere was by no means unanimous. It 


for Exchequer bonds was at all times a 
limited one, and that they were not the 
kind of security that was very widely held 
cr that appealed toa very large public. 
But he did not think it was advers*ly 


a‘tected to anything like the extent which | 


some hon. Gentlemen appeared to suppo e. 
Investors who tendered for these boids 
calculated the price so as to yield then 


Britain. 


Mr. WHITLEY : Were they issued at 


a discount 2 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
replied that he really could not 
say what the terms of issue were, 


but he should say that most likely 
they were issued at a discount. They 
appeared to him to be exact precedents— 


at any rate they were precedents for 
must be borne in mind thatthe market 


ithe hon. Gentleman the 


novelty about the proposal. 


percent, ontheir money. He thought th: | 


result of the issue was not unsatis‘actory. 


What was the alternative to the course he | 


hadtaken? He might simply have renewed 
the Exchequer bonds in the lump for ten 
vears. Would that have been an alto- 
gether satisfactory arrangement ¢ It was 
an embarrassment to have this large 
amount of debt falling in in a single year. 
Tt necessitated the accumulation of money 
which they were unable to use in order to 
he ready to pay off, on the date when the 
bonds fell due, the whole amount of thes> 
bonds. He thought it was more desirable 
to pay off these bonds by regular annua! 
stages, which would take a million off the 
market every vear without any disturb- 
ance either to the market or to the Ex- 
chequer. 


The hon. Member for Poplar said 
there was no precedent for such a 
transaction as this, at any rate since 
the time of Pitt, and he described the 
bonds as “lottery”? bonds. He did not 
think the hon. Gentleman 
suggested that there was a serious element 
cf speculation or gambling in an issue of 
this kind, but he was quite wrong about 
the precedent. The precedent had been 
adopted in at least three cases in recent 
years in regard to stocks the interes! 
and capital of which this country had 
guaranteed—a Turkish loan, an Egyptian 


all the purposes of the criticism which 
Member for 
Poplar urged against his proposal. Of 
course there was a certain amount of 
As he ad- 
mitted when making it to the House, h» 
had to consider whether it was on the 
whole the best proposal, or whether he 
should have submitted some other sug- 
gestion. The hon. Member for Poplar 
seemed to sugzest that if he had made 
other proposals—that if le had issued 
Consols—he micht have borrowed on very 
much better terms. He did not know 
whether the hon. Gentlenian seriously 
thought that. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON pointed out 


| that he did not mention Consols. 


seriously | 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
the hon. Member did not mention Consols, 
but he mentioned the rate of interest pay- 
able on the Funded Debt, contrasted that 
with the rate of interest payable on these 
bonds, and said therefore the issue of 
these bonds was an unbusinesslike trans- 
action. If the hon. Gentleman meant 
anything he meant that an issue of Con- 
sols would have been a better course to 
adopt. If he had made a large issue of 
Consols, still more, if he had attempted to 
make a small issue of entirely new stock, 
he would have depressed the price of 
Consols, he would have borrowed upon 
terms certainly not more advantageous 
than those he had obtained, he would 
almost certainly have borrowed further 
below par, and, therefore, there would 
| have been a larger amount to repay on 
/each £100 of actual money secured than 
| there would be under his present proposal. 
| This system of drawings, though not very 
frequent in our finance, was very well 


Joan, and a Greek loan, issued under the | known to the Money Market, which could 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 
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easily make its calculations when the | 


amount to be drawn every year was a 
simple division of the tctal sum, as was 
the case in the present instance. 


on the average life of these bonds. This 
reduced the elemnt of speculation to a 
minimum, and was not, he thought, open 
to the accusation, not pressed by the hon. 
Member for Poplar, but adumbrated by 
him, that he was really tempting gentle- 
men in the City to some wild gambling 
transaction, foreiga to their nature, and 
depra ving to the people of thiscountry. He 
app*iled to the House to treat this matter 
ina businesslike way, and to facilitate 
the progress of these Resolutions through 
their present stage. He thought many 
points they had to discuss would be far 
more easily discussed when hon. Gentle- 
men had the Bill in their hands than 





ere al 


they could be on the Report of the 
Resolutions, 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) 
said he would not comment upoa the 
particular form of the bonds except to 
point out that when it was desired to 


‘raise £10,000,009 this country had to 


pay at the rate of 5) per cent. The 
tight hon. Gentleman began his remarks 
by defending himself and the Government 
as the means they had taken under 
this Resolution for the reduction of the 
Debt. Looking back on the conduct of 
| the finances during the last twelve years 
lhe (Mr. Buchanan) did not regard tha‘ 
branch of finance as one upon which. the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
Government could pride themselves. 
They had enjoved periods of great 
prosperitv, and latterly of exceptional 
prosperity, but during both periods they 
had not shown themselves sufficiently 
alive to the primary obligations of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to look as 
his first interest to the diminution of the 


to 





great burden of debt on the State. The 
tight hon. Gentleman the Member 
ior West Bristol was Chancellor of 


| the Exchequer during a time of great 
| Prosperity, and vet was the greatest 
|“. : : 

sinner of the whole lot because he reduced 


the debt charge by £2,00),000 in order | 


to avoid a deficit. That was one item in 


which least redounded to the'r financial 
credit. Then there was the rigat hon, 
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salculated the price at which it tendered | 


j the financial career of the Party opposite | 
| thev would get back £30,000,000 from the 
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Gentleman the Member for Croydon 
who was Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer when the war came to an end, 
but neither that right hon. Gentlema* 
nor his predecessor nor his successor 
had ever endeavoured to put before the 
Houseand the country any general plan for 
a substantial reduction of the enormous 
increase of the Debt caused by that war. 
There was a strong opinion in the 
country that it would have been well to 
have allowed a larg> amount of the in- 
creased taxation due to the war to have 
remained upon the shoulders of the tax- 
pavers if they could have been assured 
by those administering the finances of the 
country that it was to be kept upon their 
shoulders with a view to making within a 
reasonably shorg period a substantial! 
diminution inthe war debt. But on that 
general topic there would be a_ bette: 
opportunity on the Second Reading of th: 
finance Bill of taking up the challenge 
of the right hon. Gentleman. 


There was an obvious fallacy in 
the comparisons made by the right 
hon. Gentleman in his statement of 


what he was doing with regard to the 
reluction of the National Debt. The 
proportion of dead-weight debt to the 
total debt of the country was much 
larger than in former years, and a com- 
parison founded upon the proportion o: 
the dead-weight debt to the total debt 
was not a comparison with the reduc- 
tion of the National Debt as a whole. 
When they desired to make a comparison 
between themselves and their predeces sors 
of twenty-five or fifty years ago he ven- 
tured to think the legitimate form of 
comparison was to see how much the 
taxpaver hal been prepared to tak» 
upon his shoulders as the debt charge from 
year to year with a view to the reduction 
of the National Debt asa whole. He had 
not been quite able to follow the right 
hon. Gentieman in the comparison he 
made between what he was doing now 
under this Resolution and wha* the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Croydon 
proposed two years ago, because supposing 
the anticipations of the right hon. Gentle- 
mai the Member for Croydon had been 
fulfilled the position would have been 
a very different one. The right hon. 
Member for Croydon anticipated that 


| Transvaal, so that in January, 1906, they 
2F 2 
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would have had £30,000,000 wiped off 
the National Debt, and have had a debt 
charge remaining at £20,000,000. So far 


as the present position was concerned they | 


would have £1,000,000 wiped off the 
Debt instead of £30,000,000, and would 
have a debt charge of £28,000,000. Had 
the antisipations of the right hon. 


Member for Croydon been fulfilled they | 


would have been in an immeasurably 
better position than could now be the 
case. It had not,he thought, been pointed 
out how small the amount was by which 
it was proposed to reduce the National 
Debt. £160,000,000 had been added to 
the Debt for the cost of the war, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer proposed to 
wipe off £10,000,000 only in ten years. 
That was all that was proposed to be done 
with a view to the extinction of this 
extra debt. The right hon. Gentleman 
at the end of his observations indulged 
in the hope or anticipation that, after all, 
some day we might get this £30,000,000 
from the Transvaal, but as time went on 
that hope became more slender, and he 
(Mr. Buchanan) did not think anybody 
now looked upon it as a real asset to be 
depended on by this country. It was 
summed up in the words of a proverb 
well known north of the Tweed: “ You 
canna tak the breeks aff a Hielanman.” 
They could not get money out of the 
Transvaal, and he would be a foolish 
person who, administering the finances 
of this country, ever anticipated getting 
money from that source, 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the 
calculations of the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer were based altogether on the | 


assumption that no obligation lay on this 
country to redeem the war debt. Those 
who could remember the discussions 
which took place at the commencement 
of the war would remember that the then 
Chancellor of the Exchequer the right 
hon. Member for West Bristol declared 
that this country ought to make provision 
to clear off altogether any debt incurred 
for the warin South Africa. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, 


W.): That related to the first £10,000,009. | 


Mr. DILLON said it was then assumed 
that the war would only cost £10,000,000, 


but in the discussion which took place | Chancellor of the Exchequer had almost © 


Mr. Buchanan. 
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upon the raising of that £10,000 000 the 
right hon. Gentlemen’s remarks were not 
directed to the £10,000,000, but to the 
debt incurred for the cost of the war. 
The war turned out to be a very different 
war to what was anticipated by the right 
hon. Member for West Bristol. His 
statements and his conv:ctions were 
perfectly honest, but they were based on 
false information just in the same way as 
were the hopes held out for the twentieth 
time of obtaining this money from the 
Transvaal. The principles laid down by 
the right hon. Member for West Hristol 
had no application to the £10,000,000 
loan, but to the debt due to the war, 
and it was his conviction that it 
was the duty of this country to make 
a special effort to deal with it. That 
was essential to the credit of this country. 


and Means. 


He had listened with amazement to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s justification 
of the provision he had made for the 
reduction of the National Debt. After 
a great war, when an immense deficit had 
been made for this country, the right hon. 
Gentleman thought he was justified if he 
made a provision not to reduce the extra 
war debt, but a provision one third less 
than that which had been made in times 
of peace before the war. It was a new 
principle and a principle which struck a 
most deadly blow at the credit of Great 
Britain. Toa large extent the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had, he thought, close1 
his eyes to the opinion in regard to the 
credit of this country. The present low 

price of Consols was a sign of the diseased 
state of public health. It was inflicting 
loss on every interest in the country and 
was inflicting a most grievous burden on 
the constituency he represented. It was 
inflicting a loss which would amount t) 
millions. The first duty of the State 
was to raise the price of Consols, and if 
steps were taken to make a_ special 
attempt to redeem the war debt the 
most proper and effectual way would, 1 
his opinion, be by a purchase of Conso.s 
on the market. He was bound to pro- 
‘test against the provision made by 
‘the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for the reduction of the Debt, because It 
was, in his opinion, a most inadequate 
| provision for extinguishing the war debt. 


3 His second ‘criticism was [that the 
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ignored the growing operation of the 
new system of extraordinary budgets 
for naval and military works. In making 
comparisons between ‘he proportions 
existing at the present time and in 1890 
between the Sinking Fund and the volume 
of the Debt, one ought not to leave out 
of account that new system of special 
budgets which was unknown until the 
introduction of Works Bills, and which 
had been frequently denounced by older 
ind sounder financiers as characteristic 
of the Budgets of European nations. It 
had always been contended that to 
understand the position of European 
countries so long and elaborate a study 
of the national finances was necessary 
that it was practcally impossible for 
any others than experts and_ persons 
behind the scenes to know how the 
country stood, whereas in the case of 
England, through the action of a long 
series of great financiers, the accounts 
had been so simplified that “the man 
in the street,’ with no special knowledge 
of finance, could take up the financial 
statement and understand exactly the 
position. During the last fifteen years, 
however, that had ceased to be the case. 
As a senior Member of the House, in 


' sitting through financial discussions, he 








had noticed that the majority of Mem- 
bers were absolutely ignorant as to the 
financial obligations of the country. At 
first the Naval and Military Works Acts 
were for small sums — £3,000,000 or 
£4,000,000—which, it was said, ought to 
be spent as capital expenditure, and Mem- 
bers who protested against the beginnings 
of the system and prophesied that it 
would expand in an astounding manner 
were laughed at by the Ministers in 
charge of the Bills. From that time they 
had gone on expanding, until now there 
was in full force the system of extra- 
ordinary budgets. Moreover, when the 
Bills were for small amounts they were 
introduced early in the session, and ample 
time was given for their discussion : 
now, although they increased the debt of 
the country by £8,000,000 or £9,000,000 


_ 4year, they were brought in towards the 


end of the session when anything like 
idequate discussion was impossible. He 
altogether denied that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was setting aside 
£10,000,000 for the reduction of debt. 
As faras he could make out, there would 
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be no reduction of debt this year at all. 
because there was being as much borrowed 
as paid off. What satisfaction was it to 
the British taxpayer to introduce the 
ridiculous expression “capital expendi- 
ture?” It was debt all the same, aad 
the charges had to be met. The permanent 
works carried out under Works Bills 
were said to be assets of the nation, bat 
that was not so. The only asset which 
could be set against borrowing was oue 
bringing in revenue, and, so far from 
doing that, naval and military works 
were excuses for and causes of further 
expenditure, as once the works were 


constructed further expenditure was 
demanded for guns, garrisons, and 
other matters. Under the present 


system the Sinking Fund was illusory. 
There was really no Sinking Fund; the 
debt of the nation was practically not 
decreasing at all. 


With regard to the ‘Transvaal 
contributon towards the cost of the 
war, it would be interesting to know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol still believed 
we should get the £30,000,000. Two or 
three years ago the right hon. Gentle- 
man expressed in very strong terms his 


determination to see that £530,000,000 
paid. But if it was just to impose 
the £30,000,000 then why was not 
security taken for its payment? 


Personally, he had always expressed his 
belief that it was unjust to impose the 
contribution, and that none of it would 
be obtained, and many Members were 
now beginning to see that he was a 
truer prophet than they had thought. 
He saw little prospect of the money 
being paid, and as vears went on he 
believed the chances of payment would 
still further diminish. Would it not be 
more honest, an} wiser from the point of 
view of Imperial policy, for the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to draw his pen across 
this £30,00),009, and not leave it to be 
a bone of contention in the future. 
Possibly hon, Members had read General 
Botha’s opinion in that morning’s 7’ mes. 
Already the £30,009,000 was becoming 
a great national issue in the Transvaal, 
and to say that there would be any 
more probability of getting the money 
from the new Council was preposterous. 
He rejoiced to hear the statement of the 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer that it would | 


have been wrong and impolitic to impose 
this contribution on the Transvaal by the 
nominated Council and the authority of 
this House. That was the view he him- 
self held four years ago, and he believed 
the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man would create a profound impression 
in the Transvaal. If it was wrong and 
impolitic to impose the contribution by a 
nominated Council, how could the right 
hon. Gentleman defend its imposition by 
a semi-nominated Council and a Govern- 
ment not resposible to the people ? 
Could not the House see that 
they were giving General Botha and 
his iriends a most popular ery and a 
great platform on which to demand real 
self-government for the Transvaal ? 
They would naturally demand that the 
matter should be left to the free voice of 
the people, and it was well known what 
that voice would be. He regarded that 
£30,000,000 as gone. Those who looked 
forward to a peaceful ard contented South 
Africa would do well to drop the question 
hefore they were forced to do so 
by a popular agitation, and he sug- 
gested it would be more honest for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer now, and 
in the future, when p:oviding for the 
payment of cebt to make no further 
allusion toa contr:bution from the Tians- 
vaal, 


Sir ROBERT REID aaid it was obvious 
that the financial arrangements of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had been 
disturbed by the non-payment of the 
£50,000 000 by the Transvaal. It was un- 
necessary to enter into details, but the 
matter hav:ng been left t» the new 
Council, four-fiiths of which would be 
elected, it was impossible to understand 
how any human being could imagine that 
the people of the Transvaal could be so 
generous as to vote £30,000,000 for this 
country. Would it not be more straight- 
forward for everyone to admit that it was 
hopeless to expect to get any part of that 
£30,000,000 for the relief of the Debt of 
this country? If the money could be ob- 
tained from those who made the war it 
would be a different story ; nothing would 
give him more profound satisfaction, but 
that was out of the question. The late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said he had 
been led by the statements of Lord Milner 


Mr. Dillon. 
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to anticipate the payment of the first 
£10,000,000 last year. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: What I said was that 
in addition to the representations made 
to my Department, I most carefully 
studied all the despatches from Lord 
Milner, and I came to the conclusion that, 
according to his reports, the Transvaal 
wou'd be in a position to pay the whole 
£30,000,000 at the times stated. 


Str ROBERT REID asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman followed up that 
series of reports by reading the Blue- 
books containing the falsification of 
almost every prediction of Lord Milner. 
All the predictions which had been made 
in regard to the war had proved 40 or 
50 per cent. out. He presumed that 
Lord Milner was advised by some of 
the officials around him, but there never 
had been anything more remarkable than 
the entire falsification of the predictions 
contained in the dispatches of Lord Milner 
in 1903. 

Since the year 1899 the direct debt of all 
kinds in this country had increased from 
£635,000,000 to £796,000,C00. -That was 
the first effect, but the second was that 
they were now paying off far less debt than 
before. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had displayed great skill in handling 
figures, but the broad point to be con- 
sidered was how much richer on capital 
account was the country at the end of the 
year 1899 than it was at the beginning; 
and how much richer would it be at the 
end of this year on capital account to what 
it was at the beginning. How much of 
the total debt had been paid off and not 
renewed? They wanted to know the 
net diminution. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had taken the year 1898-9 to 
compare with this year. He believed 
in that vear they paid off £7,000,000 of 
net liabilities, and that was the net 
diminution on capital account. At the end 
of this year they would not diminish their 
net liabilities by more than £1,900,000. 
It should not be forgotten that they had 
a much greater Debt in consequence ol 
the war, and yet they were paying it of 
at an absurdly low rate. That was the 
real reason why Consols were down, and 
that was the cause of the present 
position of British credit. One thing 


had always struck him, and_ that was 
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that the real point was nearly always 
forgotten or else not mentioned. A 
late Chancellor of the Exchequer 
anticipated that £10,000,000 would be the 
co:t of the war in South Africa, but it 
endel in costing £230,000,000. It was 
the same story in regard to Somaliland 
and Tibet; therefore he thought they 
ought to be a little less credulous in 
regard to the information given to them. 
Until they were really prepared, without 
regard to influences of any sort or kind, 
to deal with the expenditure upon the 
Army and Navy, and until they had the 
courage to deal with both, it was no use 
asking the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
make more provision for paying off debt. 
The real remedy lay in the House of 
Commons taking a closer interest and 
devoting its earnest attention to finance. 
Why had they not got the Committee, 
which was recommended by the House 
some time ago, to examine all the items 
oi expenditure, with power to call wit- 
nesses, in order to keep some check upon 
this extravagance, which would lower the 
credit of this country unless it was 
stopped ? 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said they 
had just heard the important statement 
made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that, in his judgment, it would be quite 
improper to exact this war contribution 
from the Transvaal. He thought it would 
help them considerably in this matter if 
they could have the views of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Bristol on this question, because the 
Hovse of Commons sooner or later would 
have to either enforce or abandon this 
war contribution of £30,000,000. The 
statement made by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was a most momentous one. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
not added anything to what I said in my 
Budget statement when I spoke of the 
impossibility of exacting this contribution 
by our authority ina nominated Assembly, 
which is absolutely moribund and foreign 
to the people, at a moment when a new 
representative Council is being formed. 
It I said anything to convey the im- 
pression which my words have had on the 
hon. Member then it was quite inad- 
vertent. 
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Mr. KEARLEY said that he under- 
stood what the right hon. Gentleman 
meant was that at th’s particular juncture 
it would not be wise to make any special 
effort to get the money for th’s war 
contribution. That did not dispose of 
the fact that the £30,000,000 was still in 
question. There was a growing im- 
pression that we were not going to get 
that £30,000,000, and it was no good 
playing hide-and-seek in the matter. If 
they did not anticipate obtaining it, it 
would be far better to own up to it. He 
did not think there was a strong dis- 
position in this country to endeavour to 
get that money. He hoped that before 
the debate closed the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Bristol would 
intervene, for his intervention at this 
moment would be most opportune. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am not 
disposed to respond to the invitation 
of the hon. Member opposite, because 
I do not think that this is a proper 
time to discuss this question. I must 
say, however, that it does seem to me 
rather strange that hon. Members opposite 
should devote themselves to finding 
fault with the Chaxcellor of the Ex- 
chequer because, in their opinion, he 
makes no sufficient provision for the 
reduction of our Debt, and then, almost 
in the same breath, should do their best 
to persuade the Transvaal that we do 
not expect to get this £30,000,000. I 
think the less said upon this matter at 
this moment the better. I have never 
expressed to the House or the country, any 
more than I think my suecessors have 
done, any opinion that a war contribu- 
tion could be exacted from the Transvaal 
unless it could be paid out of the mining 
wealth of the Transvaal. The moment 
has not come when the mines of the 
Transvaal are in a position to pay that 
war contribution. When that moment 
does come, as we have some reason to 
anticipate it must come before very long, 
then a very considerable revenue from 
mining rights will be received by the 
Transvaal Government. Then I say, as 
I have said before, that in my opinion 
this debt ought to be paid, and I hope 
nothing will be said in this House, either 
by the Government or by hon. Members 
opposite, which will convey to the Trans- 
vaal the idea that the people of} this 
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country have not a right to ask for this 
war contribution. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) 
said they had from the mouth of the min- 
ing magnates themselves the most empha- 
tic testimony that the Transvaal would be 
perfectly able to pay the £30,000,000. if 
British rule were established in the 
Transvaal. Mr. Henry Hays Ham- 
mond, the eminent mining e igineer, 
who was the greatest au hority on 
this subject, had calculated that the 
substitut‘on of British rule for the 
rule of President Kruyer, the abolition 
of the dynamite monopoly, and the free 
importation of labour would mean a 
saving to the mineowners of £4,800,000 
per annum, a sum sufficient to pay 
both the interest and the principal on 
£100,000,000, which was the sum he had 
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always maintained the Transvaal ought 
to pay. On behalf of hon. Members 
on his side of the House he protested 
against anything being said which 
would militate against the chances ci 
this country getting the £30,000,000 
repaid, The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol, when Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, stated most 
emphatically in the House that the 
Transvaal would be able to pay the 
£30,000,000 from the mining profits. Ts 
was a mistake for the Government not 
to have insisted on payment in con- 
nection with the granting of the new 
Constitution. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 191; Noes, 
102. 
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WAYS AND MEANS [10TH APRIL] CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL CUS- 
REPORT. | TOMS DUTIES ON TOBACCO, BEER, 
: , AND SPIRITS. 
Order read, for further considera- : - : 
tion of Second, Third, and Fourth 2. “That the additional Customs duties 
Resolutions ; on tobacco, beer, and spirits imposed by 


Resolutions again read. 


| sections two, three, four, and five of The 
| Finance Act, 1900 (including any in- 
| creased duties imposed by section five of 
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that Act), shall continue to be charged 
until the first day of July, nineteen 
hundred and six,” 


CONTINUANCE OF ADDITIONAL EX- 
CISE DUTIES ON BEER AND SPIRITS. 

5. ‘That the additional Excise duties 
on beer and spirits imposed by sections 
six and seven of The Finance Act, 1900, 
shall continue to be charged until the 
first day of July, nineteen hundred and 
six.” : 

AMENDMENT OF LAW. 

4, “ That it is expedient to amend the 
law relating to the National Debt, Cus- 
toms, and Inland Revenue.” 


Resolutions agre2d to. 


WAYS AND MEANS [lltH Aprit}. 
Resolution reported. 


TEA. 

“That there shall be charged on and 
after the first day of July, nineteen hun- 
dred and five, until tne first day of July, 
nineteen hundred and six, the following 
Customs Import duty on Tea (that is to 
say), Tea, the pound, Sixpence.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


WAYS AND MEANS [121rH Aprit]. 
Resolution report:d. 


INCOME TAX, 

“That Income Tax shall be charged 
for the vear beginning the sixth dav of 
April, nineteen hundred and five, at the 
rate 0: one shilling in the pound.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the 
Chairman Ways and Means, Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and Mr. 
Victor Cavendish. 


ot 


FINANCE BILL. 

“To grant certain duties of Customs 
and Inland Revenue, to alter other 
duties, and to amend the Law relating 
to Customs and Inland Revenue and the 
National Debt. and to make other pro- 
visions for the financial arrangements of 
the year,’ presented accordingly, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Monday rext, and to be 
printed. [Bill 198.] 
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POST OFFICE (TELEPHONE AGREE- 
MENT). 

Motion made, and Question pros 

o ed— That a Select Committee be 
appointed to consider the Agre*ment 
of the 2nd day of February. 1905, 
between the Postmaster-Genreral aid the 
National Telephone Company, and to re- 
port whether it is desirabie in the public 
interest tha‘ the Agreem :nt should be- 
come bin ling.” —(Lord Stan/ey.) 


Ma. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghis) said 
that he understood an arrangement had 
been come to that anvthing outside the 
Orders of the Day was not to be taken at 
the present time. There were objections 
to the constitution of the Committee, 
There was no immediate hurry for the 
appo.ntment of the Committe. 


Tue POSTMASTER-CGENERAL (Lord 
Srantey, Lancashire, Wes. hough on) 
said he had not the slichtes: inte ition of 
breaking any bargain, and if it was con- 
sidered that-the appointment of this 
Committee did break an arrangement he 
should not proceed with it. But, he 
could not help hoping that the House 
might consider that this as not a con- 
tentions matter and wou'd allow the 
Committee to be set up. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil} 
said he was glad to see that an agreement 
had been come to with the National 
Telephone Company. The constitution 
of this Committee had been opposed by 
some hon. Members for a particular and 
special reason. It had been pointed out 
that there were 15,000 employees of the 
Telephone Company whose __ interests 
would be affected by the transfer of 
the business to the Post Office, and that, 
in common fairness, there should be one 
Labour Member on the Committee, who 
should be specially charged to attend to 
those interests. The ordinary channels 
of communication had been used to 
make this fact known. The position 
was that the noble Lord himself had no 
objection to two new Members being 
added to the Committee, one of whom 
should be a Labour Member; and the 
Whips on both sides had no objection to 

‘that. But, for some reason or another, 
this addition had not met with favour m 
|some quarter. Could the noble Lord 











Tr = ay 


~~ Ve 











861 


Adjournment. 


explain to the House why, on a matter 
on which there was a general agreement, 


the understanding come to both by the | 


noble Lord and the Whips had not been 
given effect to? What was the explana- 


tion? If the noble Lord could agree to | 


the addition to the Committee of the 
names suggested all opposition to the 
appointment of the Committee would be 
at anend. If his information was correct, 
the agreement with the National Tele- 
phone Company would come into opera- 
tion automatically early in August 
whether this Committee was appointed 
or not: and he thought that, therefore, 
the Committee should be appointed as 
early as possible. At the same time, he 
would rather that no Committee should 
he appointed unless there was a Labour 
Member on it. He and his friends felt 
that in the interests of the employees 
there should be a Labour Member on the 
Committee. The Labour Party was 
fully organised, with Whips of their own, 
just like the Irish Party, and they should 
have a representative on every Com- 
mittee appointed by the House. On 
those two grounds he hoped the noble 
Lord would concede the point, and so 
do away with any feeling on those 
benches, 


Lorp STANLEY said there was one 
thing he could not accept from the hon, 
Member, and that was that this Com- 
mittee, as constituted, was not perfectly 
willing and able to look alter the in- 
terests of the employees. He thought, 
also. that the hon. Member was under a 
misunderstanding in saying that there 
was an agreement as to the inclusion of 
a Labour Member. The hon. Member 
came to him on the day the House rose 
for the Easter recess, and told him that 
the Whips had agreed together that there 
should be such a representative. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I did not say 


“ together.” 


Lorp STANLEY said he was afraid 
the hon. Member was rather under a 
misapprehension. The Committee was 
formed in the usual way. Those on his 
side of the House were put on by the Chief 
Whip, and those on the other side of the 
House were put on by the hon, Member 
for West Leeds. 


{5 May 


' of special responsibility. 


He could not possibly | 
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‘alter any of those put on without first 
| consulting with the hon. Member for West 


Leeds; and therefore he ceuld not agree 
to the hen. Member’s proposal. But at 
the same time, if the House would allow 
the reference to go. he would not press 
the names until he had had an oppor- 
tunity of consulting the hon. Member for 
West Leeds. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) pointed 


out that many Members interested 
in that question were not in the 
House at that moment, and in view 


of the fact that there was an arrange- 
ment that no contentious business 
would be taken after the Orders had been 
gone through he wished to be assured 
that there was a thorough agreement on 
the part of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said there 
was a special reason why there should be 
representatives of the Labour Party on 
this particular Committee. On_ behalf 
of the Irish Party he strongly supported 
the claim that fair play should be given 
to the men. 


Motion mide, and Question, ‘* That 
the Debate be now adjourned, ’—(Lord 
Stan/ey)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


And, there being no further Business 
set down for the Afternoon Sitting. Mr. 
Depury-SpeAKER left the Chair until the 
Evening Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 
ADJOURNMENT (UNDER STANDING 
ORDER NO. 10.) 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he had always felt that a 
Motion for the adjournment of the House 
was a very serious matter. It was a 
weapon provided by the wisdom of 
Parliament for the protection of 
minorities and for dealing with cases of 
urgency, and it ought to be used with a 
great deal of moderation and with a sense 
It was in that 
light that he had asked leave to move 
this Motion, because he desired to bring 








863 Adjournment. 


before Parliament a matter eminently 
suited for the use of that great Parlia- 
mentary weapon. The question raised 
very large and important issues; it was 
essentially an Irish question, but at the 
same time there were involved national 
and Imperial interests. It related to the 
use of the forces of the Crown, and above | 
all to the naval forces of the Crown, and he | 
drew a distinction between the naval and | 
military forces, for reasons which appealed | 
more strongly to Englishmen even than 
to Irishmen, for he did not know there | 
Was any question which would more 
vehemently appeal to the feelings of 
Englishmen than one alleging the im- 
proper use of the naval forces of the 
Crown. There was also associated with 
this question the relationship of the 
people of England towards the people of 
Ireland. This might appear a somewhat 
swelling prelude to the very modest 
proportions of the particular question 
he had to ask them to discuss, 


His Motion dealt with the case of one 
man and with the case of an island three 
miles long and two miles broad. The debt 
involved was one of £46 only, and the 
peasant in question was the owner of four 


cows. That seemed a grotesquely small 
matter on which to arraign the 
conduct of the Executive of Ireland. 


The island of Dursey, of which he dared 
say the Chief Secretarv had heard for the 
first time that day, which he had never 
seen, and of which he no doubt knew 
little cr nothing, was the battle-ground 
of the question he was about to deal with. 
It was, as he had said, three miles long 
and two miles broad; it was one of the 
most isolated spots in the United 
Kingdom; it was only separated at one 
point by a quarter of a mile from the 
mainland, and yet that quarter of a 
mile was almost as impassable a barrier 
as between Dursey and Cork as the 
Atlantic Ocean was between Cork and 
America, This quarter of a mile was a 
small sound, and because of its narrow- 
ness and the peculiar position of the 
island generally, it was remarkable for 
being extremely tempestuous and diffi- 
cult to cross. Asa matter of fact, short 
as the distance was, it was enough to | 
make communication between the island | 
and the mainland very infrequent, very | 
perilous, and sometimes 
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impossible. 
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There was no public-house on the island, 
a fact which gave legitimate satisfaction 
to the hon. Member for South Tyrone; 
there was no post office, but there was a 
postal service once a week; there was no 
minister of any denomination whatsoever, 
neither priest nor minister of the Es. 
tablished Church; he believed there was 
no school-house, and not a single police- 
man or police barrack on the island, 
except in cases of emergency. When he 
came to the economical condition of the 
island, he found himself in the presence 


of a strange collection of facts. The 
island consisted largely of rock, There 


was not a single rood of land cultivated 
upon it that had not been laboriously 
won from rocky stone. There were 
practically no roads on the island, there 
was not a farmer’s cart, and the methods 
were such as would be 
considered out of date even in Arabia. 
It was almost like a page of Oriental 
history. The loads haa to be carried 
on the backs of donkevs or mules, 


or in baskets on either side of the animal, 


and when the people had to convey their 
cows to the fairs or markets ou the adjoin- 
ing mainland they did not eniploy cattle 
vessels or boats, but the animals had to 
swim across. 


There were twenty-five  famil-es 
on this island, and most of the tenaits 
were non-judicial tenants, just as if 
the storm of agitation and reform 
which had swept over the country during 
the Jast twenty-five vears had never 
occurred. ‘The tenants had not even 
gone into the Land Courts to get a reduc- 
tion of their rents, and, in fact, thev were 
rack-rented tenants at will. The island 
was part of the estate of a gentleman 
named White. It would seem that a 
landlord who inherited such an estate 
should regard it as his chief duty in life, 
not to collect rents from the people, but 
to help to save them from starvation. He 
would like to know if there were any 
Englishman who, having an estate of 
that kind, would venture to ask rent’, 
much less rack rents, from the tenants. 
He understood that the landlord of this 
property had a large house in the county 
of Cork, some distance away from the 
island, but that he did not dwell very 
often there, and was, to all intents 
and purposes, an absentee landlord—one 
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of that large class of men without 
nationality and without a sense of duty, 
who had been the ruin of Ireland toa 
large extent, and who had been the 
sxeret weakness of England in dealing 
with Irish questions. The tenants were 
quiet, industrious, but oppressed people. 
They were called farmers, but they were 
not farmers in the real sense of the 
term -— they were not even ccttiers. 
They belonged to that hybrid population 
which, in certain parts of Ireland, had 
sium houses on slum pieces of land, and 
whose real method of gaining a livelihood 
was by working away from home, some of 
them coming to England every vear to 
reap the harvest, and returning with the 
they had earned to pay rack 
rents for the miserable cabin in which a 
beneticent law and a beneficent landlord 
allowed them to live. But these people 
of Dursey were not even migratory 
labourers, Their island was too inacces- 
sible for that. What they really lived 
on was fishing, and if he wanted to 
appeal to the emotions of that House, 
and to the feeling of humanity which he 
believed pervaded it, he would ask them 
to have some svmpathy for this little 
cluster of islanders who earned every 
penny with which they purchased tea 
and bread for the maintenance of their 
children at the risk of their lives on one 
of the most tempestuous parts of the 


coast. 


money 


These fishermen were blessed, or 
rather cursed, with the possession of 
small patches of land and small cabins 
which a beneficent landlord, protected 
by the mighty power of a great Empire, 
let to them at excessive rents. When 
the late Chief Secretary for Ireland in- 
troduced his Land Bill for the purpose 
oi relieving men of this class their hopes 
ran very high indeed. The right hon. 
(rentleman the Member for Dover, in the 
course of the debates on that Bill, 
painted many glowing and eloquent 
pictures of the new life that would result 
from the transfer of the soil from the 


landlord to the occupier, and there 
Was no picture he painted more 


eloquently and more frequently than 
the change which would be effected 
in the slum holdings of Ireland. He 


siid he was anxious to pass the Bill for | 
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Ireland, for the good of the country, and 
for the honour and credit of the Empire, 
but, abov all, he was anxious’ to pass it 
in order to bring relief to the submerged 
tenth of the Irish congested districts. 
Did anyone suppose that the Nationalist 
Members would have consented to many 
of the provisions of the Bill, especially 
the zone provision, Which had so grossly 
exaggerated and enhanced the price of 
the landlords’ property, had it not been 
for the glowing pictures which the right 
hon. Gentleman sincerely presented to 
them of the relief which would 
afforded to the tenants. ‘The people 
were entitled to believe that this great 
Act of Parliament, with all the resources 
of the richest of Empires behind it, was 
passed specially co deal with such cases, 
and the result was that when the Act 
was passed they immediately began to 
agitate for the purchase of their holdings. 
Had the Bill been the right kind of bill 
they would not have required to agitate, 
because any man who knew the real facts 
of the situation in Ireland would have 
seen the necessity of compelling the land- 
lords to sell their land to the tenants. 
Negotiations were commenced for the 
sale of the holdings on this island, but 
they broke down because the landlord 
demanded what he was pleased to call 
his “ net income ” from the island. He 
did not know what “ net income” meant 
in that particular case. But those who 
were engaged in trade in arriving at their 
net incomes always made an allowance 
for bad debts. This island was a bad 
debt. What else could it be? There 
was a rack rent charged for a few 
miserable patches of land saved from the 
rock and paid for by the adventurous 
skiffs which went out fishing in the most 
tempestuors part of the Channel. At 
any rate he would say that the net 
income was represented by a very small 
sum, far less than that demanded by the 


landlord. 


be 


As he had said, the negotiations 
broke down in consequence of the 
attitude taken up by the landlord. But 
there were other resources left. The 
present Prime Minister had often been 


'eulogised very highly for passing the 


Congested Districts Board Bill, and it 
was a noteworthy fact that it was the 


the benefit of the general tenants of' habit of British statesmen to claim credit 
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for the results of agitation which had 
been carried on by the Nationalist 
Members for many years. He would like 
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the House to bear in mind the definition of | 


a congested district embodied in the 36th 
Section of the Land Purchase (Ireland) 
Aet, 1891, and he ventured to suggest 
that the island of Dursey certainly came 


within that definition, by reason of the | 


fact that the rateable value fell below 
30s, per head of population. The Con- 
vested Districts Board at any rate con- 
sidered that the case was eminently one 
demanding their attention, and they 
approached the landlord of the property. 
Now he founded the statements which 
he was about to lav before the House 
upon what had appeared in the Unionist 
Press—a very risky thing to do perhaps, 
as was suggested by the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone. But he thought he 
was justified in saying it was a prudent 
and legitimate thing to do in this case. 
The London Times of April 29th 
pubiished from their Cork correspondent 
an account of an interview with Mr. 
Turner, one of the agents for the estate, 
and in that interview Mr. Turner stated 
that it was his intention to remain on 
the island for a week or ten days, so as 
to settle with the other tenants. He 
wanted to draw the attention of the 
House to the fact that the offer made by 
the Congested Districts Board for the 
purchase of the island was so 
ceedingly low that the landlord could 
not accept it, and he wished to ask the 
Chief Secretary, as President of the 
Congested Districts Board, who, in his 
short intervals between receiving Orange 
addresses and other more auspicious 
occasions, had stated his desire to deal 
with the problem of congestion in 
freland, what he had to say with regard 
to the negotiations affecting the island of 
Dursey. This was the kind of language 
in which the Chief Secretary addressed 
the Catholics— 

**Monsignor Hewson and gentlemen, there 
have been two distinct questions introduced 
here this evening, one which all must realise 
who have travelled your country as I have 
to-day, and that is the isolation of your 
town from the outer world. That isola- 
tion is indeed complete, and must therefore 
bring in its train serious difficulties to the 
people who live here. Coming here, as I have 
to-day, I can see there are difficult‘es which 
might be overcome. 


than ever, and in your case it is rendered more 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


CX- | 


The race for life is severer | 





MONS} 
| with the outside world save by telegraph. 1 
had the good fortune to be accompanied by 
Sir Henry Robinson to-day, who, as no doubt 
|; you know, has at heart the welfare of Ireland, 
| being connected as he is with several important 
| Government Departments. He called my at- 
tention to your isolation, and suggested modes 
by which it might be remedied. I will not 
promise anything definitely, but one thing I 
will promise, and no doubt promises have been 
made before, and when they are not fulfilled 
there is left a bitter impression behind them, 
I am impressed with the urgency of this case, 
and promise I shall give it my personal and 
immediate attention, as I am actuated by a sin- 
cere desire to help you out of the difficulties 
under which you labour.” 
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The Congested Districts Board naturally 
turned to this island, and he wanted te 
know from the Chief Secretary, the head 
of that Board, what was the attitude of 
the Board in regard to the island. He 
assumed that the right hon. Gentleman 
would not abandon the policy of his 
predecessor, at least in regard to this 
matter. Ifthe Congested Districts Board 
approached the landlord of the island 
with the view to purchase it must have 
been with the sanction, if not on the 
initiative, of the late Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, and the price offered must have 
been a fair one. He defied the most ex- 
treme supporter of the landlord Party in 
the House to say that the Congested 
Districts Board offered the landlord a 
single peuny less for the land than he 
was entitled to receive. [An Hon. Mex- 
BER: What about the State Cj The 
State was a secondary cousideratio.. 
The safety of the landlord would appeal 
much more to the late Chief Secretary 
than the safety of the State. The fact 
that the Congested Districts Board offered 
the landlord a fair price placed the 
Government in a somewhat difficult posi- 
tion. The problem of the «congested 
districts was one that had appealed to 
all sections of the House. He had heard 
the hon. Member for North Armagh speak 
as warmly in favour of dealing with these 


districts as the late Chief Secretary. 
The House of Commons and _ the 
| House of Lords when the Land Act 


/ was passed agreed to give credit to the 
extent of £100,000,000 in order pmi- 
‘marily to deal with this problem. 
When the problem presented ‘tsel! in 
| the case of this small island the landlord, 
as appeared to be conclusively proved, 
refused to accept the fair price which was 
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offered. What did that mean? 
meant that against the will and intention 
of Parliament, against the action of the 
chief governor of Ireland, for the Chief 
Secretary was the head of the Congested 
Districts Board, the landlord stood upon 
ademand not for a just but for an ex- 
orbitant price for his land. The landlerd, 
failing to get the rack rent from the ten- 
ants or a fraudulent price from the State, 
went to the Law Courts and endeavoured 
to get from them the execution of the 
letter of the law. Shylock was defeated 
by Portia, and this landlord was defeated 
by the right hon, Gentleman the Member 
for Dover. He understood that the land- 
lord or his agents applied to the rizht 
hon. Gentleman for the help of the forces 
of the Crown in order to exact the rack 
rents, and to prevent the estate from 
being sold at the just price which was 
ofered by the Congested Districts Board. 
He made that statement on the authority 
of the parish priest of the district. The 
landlord met with a blank refusal, or at 
least with something clothed in the 
eloquent euphemisms of the late Chief 
Secretary which amounted to a blank re- 
iusal, and the tenants were not persecuted 
either by the soldiers or the police. Then 
came the change in the Chief Secretarv- 
ship, and the aids to his oppression which 
the landlord had sought in vain from 
Dublin Castle under the right hon, Geutle- 
man the Member for Dover he was suc- 
cessful in obtaining from the Chief Secre- 
tary. The right hon, Gentleman opposite 
shook his head. He assured the right 
hon, Gentleman that he did not wish to 
press the case one bit too much against 
him personally, He was sure that if the 
right hon. Gentleman’s knowledge of 
Ireland was as great as his intentions were 
good he might then be better able than 
now to do something for the country, but 
he was the slave of his environment, and 
especially of the obscurantist landlord 
faction which had obtained supremacy. 
Whatever might be the secret history of 
the transaction, the fact remained that 
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the force which was not brought against | 


the islanders in the days of the late Chief 
Secretary had been brought against them 
under the present occupant of the office. 


What happened? He ought to say, in 
fairness:to the House, that he was not 


going to tell a tale of Russia, though, if | 
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That | 
'be deceived into thinking that he was 
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he were to omit names, the House might 


telling the story of a scene in Warsaw. 
He would tell the House fraikly and 
without concealment that he was speak- 
ing of a portion of the British dominions 
and that the Government he was arraign- 
ing was not the Government of the Czar 
but the Government of the pres:nt Chief 
Secretary for Ireland. Decrees wer» issued 
against the people of the island, aad it 
was found somewha‘ difficult to carry 
out the evictions, Ona day in April an 
astonishing spectacle was seen. There 
were off the coast two ships of the 
British Navy, conveying over 200 police. 


At four o'clock in the aft+rnoon the 
operations began. The police were 


marched into the town, and they im- 
mediately commenced preparations for 
what apparently was to b> a great 
campaign. They were supplied with 
tents, meat, potatoes. and cabbage, and 
several barrels of porter. How the poor 
shoeless, hungry, thirsty soldiers of 
tussia, fighting in Manchuria, if they 
read this account, would envy the men 
who were to take part in this great in- 
vasion of the island of Dursey. The 
campaign, so successfully organised, pro- 
ceeded with the same skilful tactics and 
successiul strategy. They effected a 
landing. It was the first time in history 
the British Fleet had made a successful 
landing on the island of Dursey. Other 
explorers had tried, many admirals had 
riskel their reputations in great 
enterprise, but the fact that this was the 
first time a landing had been made would 
always mark the present Chie! Secretary's 
administration. Lest the House should 
be carried away by the idea that the 
Fleet showed anything like reckless 
daring, he felt bound at once t> make the 
humiliating confession that they resorted 
to strategy. There were two landings on 
the island. Thirty policemen were 
landed at the place whers the inhabitants 
were not expecting the first attack to be 
made, and then the British Fleet wen 
round t» the other landing and put ashore 
200 other policemen. The result was 
that the islanders found themselvis 
between two fires. He would give 


the 


| particulars of what happened according 


to a Unionist London journual— 


* As the boatloads of police approached they 
were met by a fusillade of stones and rocks 
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from the human batteries on shore. Then In- 
spector Armstrong’s covering party attacked 
the islanders from behind.” 

His hon. friends must not be surprised 
at Inspector Armstrong’s covering party 
attacking the islanders from behind. It 
was not want of courage— 
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‘*They shoved, butieted, and jostled the de- 


fenders, anxious at first to hurt as few as 
possible. Very quickly the fight became 


vicious. The parties fell on one another, and 
the wildest excitement followed. The men in 
the boats shouted and blew their whistles, and 
it seemed as if their comrades would have a 
bad time before they could land. The men 
fought the police on shore with the'r fists, 
while the women and children kept up a running 
fire of stones on the men in the boats. The 
police fought at first with their batons, and 
laid about them vigorously. Some of them 
fixed bayonets and used them, while others used 
the butt ends of their rifles. One man jumped 
into the sea and swam along the shore to 
escape the batons of the police. Another at- 
tempted to grapple with a policeman, and re- 
ceived a terrific blow from a baton on the 
temple. After this his assailant lunged about 
him with his bayonet, and the half-stunned 
man, in attempting to ward off a thrust with 
his bare hand, received a terrible gash.” 

If that were a scene in St. Petersburg, 
if that were ‘* Vladimir Sunday,” and not 
“‘ Long Sunday,” how many homilies there 
would have been in the British Press in 
regard to Russian tyranny ! 

** At last sheer weight of numbers told. The 
islanders were overcome, and they were allowed 
10 disperse, with aching heads and limbs. Then 
the rest of the force was landed, and the all- 
conquering 200, having vanquished the islanders, 
advanced to evict Daniel Healy.” 

Daniel Healy had nominally a large 
farm—about forty or fifty acres of land. 


The hon. Member paused on account of 
conversation on the Ministerial side of 
the House, and, resuming his speech, said 
he could understand that the hon. Gentle- 
man who was sitting close to the hon. 
Member who interrupted should be 
afflicted with unexploded speech. 


Me. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
am sorry to interrupt the hon. Member 
—[Cries of * Order.” ] 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If the 
hon. Member for Scotland Division does 
not give way the hon. Member is not 
entitled to interrupt. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: On a pont of 
order—— 


Mr. T. P. O’Connor, 
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Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : Does the 
hon, Member rise to a point of order ? 
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Me. T. L. CORBETT: I do, Sir. J 
was accused of interrupting the hon. 
Member. I had not interrupted him 
by a single word or sound. Everybody 
knows this to be a mere farce. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: TIT have 
not heard the hon. Member interrupting. 
I do not think the last expression ought 
to be used. 


Me. T. P. O’CONNOR said he could 
not congratulate the hon, Gentleman on 
his strategy. He came now to the case 
of Daniel Healy, This Daniel Healy 
had the large fortune of four cows and a 
farm the extent of which was forty or 
fifty acres and its valuation £12 per 
annum. It could be easily understood 
what splendid land that was ! 
be rented at £13, but a previous agent 
reduced it to £9 15s. Daniel Healy 
owed four years rent, or £39 in all, and 
that was the argument for this great 
expedition, And what did this great 
expedition find when they got to Daniel 
Healy’s cabin? They found an old man 
and an old woman, their da ghter and 
daughter-in-law, a sickly child of three 
years of age, and a baby ina cradle, 
Again he would quote from a Unionist 
Journal— 

“The actual eviction was a pitiful affair, 
unrelieved by a touch of colour. Healy is an 
old man living with his wife, his son and 
daughter-in-law and their two children. The 
wretched cabin is the only home they have ever 
known, and they clung to the place with its 
oozy walls and swimming floor with the inherent 
devotion of the Celt for his home. The 200 
police halted outside the house. ‘The agents of 
the landlord were the first to enter. Healy 
approached them and pleaded for a settlement. 
His proposition was flouted. ‘The law must 
take its course.” said the agent. ‘Clear out 
everything!” Then the sheriff's men started to 
remove the furniture. To add to the pathos of 
the scene, a steady downpour of rain had set in. 
The young mother gathered her infant from the 
cradle, while a kindly neighbour took charge of 
the other child—an ailing mite of three, who 
had been ill for some time. The melancholy 
party dragged out of the house crying bitterly, 
while one by one their few goods were thrown 
after them and scattered in the rain round 
about the house. Then the police, having 
accomplished their work, departed. They left 
8 force of thirty men in charge of the island.’ 


Now, if he were able to bring be- 
any audience of Englishmen, 
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whatever their political opinions and 
prejudices might be, these facts, and 
described the blue-jackets and the ships 
of the Navy employed in such work, 
he thought there would be a cry of sur- 
prise and indignation. That was the 
story of the invasion of the island of 
Dursey. 


What was the defence that the 
Government had to make? The Chief 
Secretary adumbrated that defence in 
his Answer to a Question put to him that 


day. The right hon. Gentlemansaid that 
the ship was placed at the disposal of 


the sheriff by the Admiralty as they were 
bound in law to do. Now, he entirely 
traversed that statement, He would not 
go into the question of how far the 
Government of Ireland was governed by 
law when it suited their purpose to break 
it. In Ireland there was the same 
system ot juries as in England, but that 
did not prevent the Attorney - General 
from packing juries. The other day 
there was an execution in Cork and the 
coroner, who represented one of the most 
ancient institutions in the kingdom, sent 
for the man who had executed the crim- 
inal; but the police refused to execute the 
warrant, Then there was the case when 
the hon. Member for Cork was arrested 
and taken away out of Court before the 
warrant was even made out. What he 
insisted on was that the Executive of 
Ireland, in times past, had always held 
the right, acting within the Jaw, in dis- 
putes between landlord and tenant, to tip 
the balance in favour of the oppressed 
tenant as against the landlord. He did 
not expect the Chief Secretary to be 
entirely acquainted with these facts, even 
in spite of the rapidity with which he 
had learned the methods of Irish govern- 
ment; but he did expect him to be 
acquainted with some Irish history. He 
did not know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman had ever heard of Thomas 
Drummond. He was a Scotchman, and 
in the days of the tithe war, when all the 
forces of the Crown were behind the land- 
lords, Thomas Drummond frequently 
refused to give the assistance of the 
police to collect the tithes. Drummond 
olten conferred with O’Connell on the 
subject in those days; but the Ascend- 
ency Press in Ireland were very much 
exercised when Sir Anthony Mac- 
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Donnell went down to confer with 
an Irish priest for the purpose of 
restoring peace in a disturbed region. 
Thomas Drummond, he dared say, was 
beyond the historical knowledge of the 
Chief Secretary. He would come to 
modern times. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Bristol, when he 
was Chief Secretary for Ireland, was face 
to face with a very bad case, but not so 
bad as the case of Dursey; and he was 
asked by Lord Clanricarde to be firm in 
the government of Ireland. What did 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Bristol do? He wrote to Lord 
Clanricarde— 
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‘LT stated to Mr. Joyce, as I have to many 
others, my strong objection to anything like 
wholesale evictions, and my opinion that where 
it beeame necessary to proceed to eviction in 
order to obtain the rights of property, the 
proper way was to select a few leading cases in 
which the tenants were able, but declined, to 
pay, some person being, of course, present at 
the eviction with full authority from the land- 
lord to accept a settlement at the last moment, 
if such should be proposed. I then questioned 
him as to the ability of your Lordship’s tenants 
to pay their rents. He replied that some could 
do so, but on pressure from me he admitted 
that he had advised you to make considerable 
reductions to others. I requested him to in- 
form your Lordship that if you adhered to that 
decision against the advice of your own agent, 
and contrary to the general action of the Irish 
landlords, the responsibility would be solely 
yours; that you might find such procedure 
costly and ineffective, and that in the event of 
application to the Government for the services 
of constabulary and military on such occasions, 
compliance with the request would certainly he 
retarded by the pressure of other claims and 
duties, and would most probably be postponed 
to the utmost extent permitted by the law.” 


He paused for a moment just to say that 
in the case of Dursey it was evident that 
what the landlord wanted was not a fair 
rent ora fair price for the land, but to 
force on his tenants exorbitant rents. 
He would now go onto the remarkable 
evidence of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol, which he advised 
the preseit Chief Secretary to keep on his 
chimneypiece and read daily, as to the 
principles which should guide the Govern- 
ment in Ireland in deciding when and 
how far the icrees of the Crown shoull 
be used in evictions. Speaking of Irish 
landjords in 1886 the right hon. the 
Member for West Bristol said— 

«Tam quite sure that there is no greater foe 
to the rights of property than the man who tries 


harshly to exact his rights and fails to perform 
his duties.” 
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Again asked on January 8th, 1887— 


‘‘Do you think a landlord takes a proper 
interest in his tenants who evicts them for re- 
fusing to pay exorbitant rents ?” 

His answer— 

EF «*T would not do it myself, and I do not 
think that a landlord does his duty who would 
do that. The Government has used all the 
pressure they could upon landlords within the 
law.” 

And the right hon. Gentleman expressed 
satisfaction that County Court Judges 
had put a stav on evictions in certain 
cases where the tenants covld not pay. 
Had the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Bristol been Chief 
Secretary, the landlord in this Dursey 
case would not have been able to use the 
forces of the Empire to evict the tenant 
for non-payment of an exorbitant rent. 
Why did the Chief Secretary not follow 
his eminent predecessor’s example, and 
delay to the last moment the employ- 
ment of the forces of the Crown ¢ 

There was an English point of view. This 
invasion of the island of Dursey would 
cost a considerable amount of money. 
To inforce a debt of about £39 not less 
than £700 had been expended. Who 
was going to pay this? Would it not 
eventually be the taxpayers of England ? 
He would like to know who sanctioned 
the employment of the ships of the nation 
for this purpose. Were they to under- 
stand that the landlords and police of 
Ireland were so omnipotent that they 
were able to employ the ships of the State 
without consulting the Admiralty ? 
People here were constantly complaining 
of what was called the want of lovalty in 
Ireland, and the feeling which Irishmen 
had towards England. They said that it 
was somewhat unnatural and irrational. 
He would like to know what would be 
the feeling of an Englishman if he were 
put in the place of the poor Dursey 
istander? What did that man know of 
the liberties and rights of the English 
nation? All he knew was the bayonets 
and butt-ends of rifles, and the guns and 
gunboats sent to drive him out of his 
home because he did not pay a rent 
which he could not pay. What loyalty 
could they expect from such men treated 
as they were? He would despise an 
Trishman who was loyal to a nation 
responsible for such iniquity. This was 
the kind of proceeding with which the 

Mr. T. P. O’Connor, 
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present Chief Secretary had inaugurated 
his rule in Ireland. He charged him, 
and the class and the policy he repre- 
sented, not only with gross injustice to 
these poor people, but with widening and 
deepening the chasm of misunderstand- 
ing and hostility between the people of 
Ireland and England. 


Carrain DONELAN (Cork, E.) said 
the duty devolved on him to second the 
Motion which had just been proposed by 
the hon. Member with his usual power 
and graphic ability. He ventured to 
think that the plain and unvarnished 
facts showed that this Dursey eviction 
was one of the most shameful ever 
brought to the notice of the House. He 
could not believe this expedition was 
undertaken merely for the purpose of 
collecting those rents or evicting those 
tenants. Some other motive was at the 
bottom of it. It could not be a coinci- 
dence that it took place so soon after 
the visit of the Chiet Secretary to Lord 
Londonderry. He would like to know 
whether this plot was hatched at Mount 
Stewart, and he would also like to know 
what Lord Ardilaun, who, he believed, 
was one of the trustees of the estate, had 
to say to it. In his judgment he 
considered that the whole of this trans- 
action was a deliberate attempt to drive 
the people to desperation and to provoke 
retaliation, The whole island, if given 
rent free, could not provide for the 
subsistence of one family. If rent was 
to be paid at all it must be drawn from 
the sea. Under such circumstances an 
eviction was a scandal. But, as his bon. 
friend had lucidly explained, the most 
serious part of this matter was the part 
the Roval Navy played in it. He had 
some small acquaintance with the Navy 
and he ventured to sav that when this 
debate was‘read by the officers and sea- 
men of the Royal Navy it would cause 
very indignant reflections which were 
calculated to affect the Navy very 
seriously. He believed that the officers 
and men in the Navy would consider 
that their employment in such a trans- 
action was an insult to their flag. 
This launch belonged to the Roval Navy. 
He had reason to remember how very 
deeply the employment of certain regi- 
ments in connection with evictions in 


Ireland was resented by the officers and 
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men of those regiments, an! he fancied 
that the employment of the military was 
discontinued owing to the fact that the 
War Office knew of that resentment. He 
had reason to think that the same resent- 
ment was felt by the naval officers and 
men in this case. He asked the Chief 
Secretary to give them the actual cost of 
this expedition and also to state whether 
he would withdraw the gunboat from 
that service. He feared that if the right 
hon. Gentleman continued his present 
course he would find his career m the 
[rish Office quite as rough and stormy as 
was the sea around Dursey Is!and. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That this House do now adjourn.” — 
iMr. T. P. O'Connor.) 


Me. T. L. CORBETT congratulated 
che mover and seconder of the Reso- 
lution upon the smart Parliamentary 
manceuvre by which they had avoided a 
discussion upon a question which might 
have been gravely compromising to their 
friends. They all knew what this Motion 
really meant, but if they had not known 
t before, they would have become ac- 
quainted with it after listening to the 
speeches of the mover and seconder, and 
especially after the usual vigorous, vocal 
and gymnastic display of the mover. 
Not one single fact or argument had 
been advanced to prove either the 
necessity. or urgency of this Resolu- 
tion. He felt inclined to repeat an inad- 
missible phrase and to say that the 
whole thing was a mere farce. The one 
object of moving this Resolution was to 
burke a discussion upon the Resolution 
dealing with monastic and conventual 
institutions. 


SEVERAL HON, MEMBERS 
on again. 


Bring it 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT suggested that 
his hon. friends should allow him to move 
the adjournment of the House and give 
him a chance of bringing it on. 


§Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) 

asked whether the hon. Member was in 
order in discussing a Motion not before 
the House and in challenging him in 
regard to it. 
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Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER said th: 
hon. Gentleman had brought the chal- 
lenge upon himself by intervening in the 
speech of the hon. ‘Member for North 
Down. 


Me. T. L. CORBETT said the object 
of the Resolution was simply to blame the 
Government for having usel sufficient 
fores to protect the police in the exe 
cution of their duty, and to protect them 
from being wounded and possibly killed. 
Tne Government hal only used sufficient 
force to carry out the law. He could 
quite understand the simulated indigna- 
tion of hon. Members opposite because 
thev had become accustomed during the 
past few months to the operations of 
the Land League. The new Chief Secre- 
tary was evidently determined to do his 
duty and would earn the gratitude—the 
lasting gratitude—of all those who did 
not live upon Irish discontent. If the 
right hon. Gentleman wished to govern 
Ireland well he must be served by loyal 
and trustworthy men and he must re- 
member that those who were serving him 
were 500 miles away from London. It 
was too late to hope for the other Resolu- 
tion to be discussed that evening, and he 
would content himself by repeating that 
the object of the manceuvre was perfectly 
obvious to the House and would be on 
the morrow perfectly obvious to the 
country. He doubted whether such a 
smart manceuvre was worthy either of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite or of the 
Church to which they belonged. 


*Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) 
sail the last speech had nothing to do 
with the Motion before the House, but 
was the speech of an hon. Gentleman 
who ha! been disappointed by not having 
the opportunity of making a speech on a 
subject which he had taken considerable 
trouble to make his own. He congratu- 
lated the House on the presence of the 
Shiet Secretary, who was absent when the 
subjects of Irish Universities and the 
shortcomings ef his Department were 
discussed. They wanted to find out the 
plans of the Government for the future 
goverament of Ireland without attending 
the annual dinn>or of the members of the 
North Down Staghounds, where he 
understood the Chief Secretary had laid 
down his policy for the goveraing of tie 
2G2 
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country. They also wanted to know by 


what authority and by whose orders the 
naval and military forces of the Crown 
were employed upon this eviction in 
Dursey Island. The right hon. Gentle- 
man was the head of something like forty 
Boards in Treland, and was President of 
every one of them, but there was no 
such position in Ireland as the Com- 
mander of the Naval Forces, and they 
wanted to know who put this naval force 
into motion in this instance. Was it 
done by the Chief Secretary alone, or by 
that right hon, Gentleman in conjunction 
with the Admiralty, and, if so, what 
branch of the Irish Office was respon- 
sible? Perhaps they would be told by 
the right hon, Gentleman, on the advice 
of the Attorney-General, that the police 
were sheriff's officers once the decree 
had been issued. 


Tue ATTORNEY - GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, London- 


cerry, N.): He will not state anything 
:o unfounded or ridiculous. 


*Mr. MOONEY said that might be, 
but if he did it would not be the first 
unfounded and ridiculous statement of 
Law which thev would have heard from 
the Attorney-General, and as long as he 
continued in his present office they were 
sure to hear a good many more which 
could properly be described in the ele- 
gant language of the right hon. and 
learnedGentleman. Herepeated that they 
were entitled to know by whose author- 
ity the police and naval force were sent 
to Dursey Island. It looked suspicious 
when the Chief Secretary went over to 
Ireland, wandered about the country for 
a fortnight, and then lectured Irishmen 
on the social and economic condition of 
the country. Also that immediately 
after his visit to Lord Londonderry the 
marauding expedition was sent. Were 
the Irish landlords to employ these forces 
to collect rents which had been declared 
to be unjustifiable, and which ought not 
to be paid by the people ? 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) said 
he knew a great deal more of the eviction 
question twenty years ago than he did 
now. He had been through these , 
eviction campaigns, and after having 
seen thousands of tenants evicted they 


Mr. Mooney. 
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House, part of the policy of which was 
to restore to their homes and holdings 
the very people who years ago were 
evicted at an enormous cost to the 
country and an enormous sorrow to 
themselves. The Estates Commissioners 
were now charged with the duty of 
undoing the mischief that was then done. 
These men were being restored to their 
holdings, and the Estates Commissioners 
were absolutely giving them grants of pub- 
lic money to equip the holdings that were 
wrecked and ruined by the evictors. 
Surely the people of England took credit 
for being a practical people, but it was 
not practical politics to put men out at 
great cost and suffering and then ten, 
fifteen, or twenty years afterwards pass an 
Act of Parliament to restore them and 
set them up in business again. Every 
one who had followed the Land question 
in the South of Ireland knew this parti- 
cular estate and knew who was behind 
the scenes makinga settlement in:possible. 
The Chief Secretary was President of the 
Congested Districts Board, and the policy 
of that Board was to buy up estates of 
this kind and try to make it possible fe 
the poor people to live upon the land 
which they cultivated. Would the Chiet 
Secretary tell the House whether the Con- 
gested Districts Board had intervened in 
this case and if their offers had been re- 
jected by the landlord? Did they offer « 
price for thisestate ? Estate! Whata farce 
talking about an estate. It reminded 
him of the Question put by an Ulster 
Member recently about an outrage in 
Galway where seventeen yards of wall 
had been thrown down in order to allow 
cattle to stray. Of course English Mem- 
bers believed that was a mason-buili 
wall; instead of which it was a wall of 
loose stones about a couple of feet high, 
and if one stepped over it about halt 
of it would tumble down. So when 
they talked about this Dursey Island as 
an estate many Members would imagine 
it was an estate such as they owned 
in England, whereas no English Member 
would take it as a present. The Chie! 
Secretary ought to be able to tell the 
House whether the Congested Districts 
Board made an offer for this estate 
and whether it was refused. Now, for- 
sooth, the forces of the Crown, the police, 
and the Navy cf England were being 
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used for the purpose of enforcing the 
clam which the Chief Secretary 
knew perfectly well the Congested 
Districts Board believed to be unfair. 


These islands had been troublesome 
in the past. The story of Clare Island 
was well known. There was a time 
when the forces of the Crown could not 
land on Clare Island to execute a decree. 
The Congested Districts Board, however, 
hought out the landlord, and peace and 
liappiness had reigned,in that island 
since that day. The landlord in that 
case was a reasonable man. He was not 
. bankrupt landlord backed by Lord Ardi- 
jaun. Thatwasthesecret ofthe whole busi- 
Let there be no mistake about that. 
The Chief Secretary would say, no doubt, 
that he was bound to give the forces of the 
Crown to execute a d-cree of the Courts, 
ind he did not challenge that. But after 
the Act of 1903 he thought they had 
idvanced somewhat, because of the 
conciliation proposed in that Act. If 
it could not rescue Dursey Island from 
this man’s power and tyranny, what was 
ihe Act worth? These were the people 
the right hon. Member for Dover 
uitended to protect. And if in the 
part of the country from whence he 
came the question of the evicted tenants 
did not count for much, he would tell the 
House that the Ulster farmers were quite 
as keen to get these questions settled as 
were the farmers in the South and West. 
And the Member for North Down 
would find that the farmers in 
his constituency would consider this 
evening far more profitably spent in dis- 
cussing this question of Dursey Island 
than if they had listened to the Member 
for North Down on the subject of con- 
ventual and monastic institutions, 


ness. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Would the hon. 
Member have sympathised with imy 
Motion, 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he should 
require to hear the hon. Member before he 
answered the Question. The Chief Secre- 
tary was commencing his career in Ire- 
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land. Did he think the game worth the 
candle to put these poor tenants out and 
then put them backagain? Did he think 
the landlord was right in refusing the 
offer of the Congested Districts Board ? 
The Chief Secretary must surely see 
the force of those Questions. 


Toe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.) 
ventured to say that among all hon. 
Gentlemen. whether from Irish or other 
constituencies, who had from time to 
time addressed that House on the ques- 
tion of Irish land, there was no one 
who had spoken oftener or with greater 


energy than the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone. Yet it was a strange 


proof of the difficulty of the situation 


in which the House found itself 
that that hon. Gentleman had _ failed 
altogether to realise what was the 
actual question under consideration, 


and what he (Mr. Long) had to meet a* 
the present time. The hon. Gentlemen 
who had addressed the House had not 
confined themselves to the actual question 
at issue, which was a very simple one. 
It was whether or not the supply of the 
police and the vessel which carried them 
over from the mainland to the island, by 
the Government was a proper proceeding 
or not. That was the question to be 
decided that night, but in all the speeches 
that had been delivered that question had 
been brushed aside, in a desire which no 
one could wonder at, to discuss the general 
land question and the general land 
policy. As the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone had said, it was all very well 
to discuss these technical questions as 
to whether the action of the Government 
was legal or illegal. What was the 
object of passing the Act of 1903? 
It would be out of order for him to 
debate the policy and the administration 
of the Act of 1903; that had nothing 
whatever to do with the subject before 
the House. It might be desirable to em- 
ploy the Act of 1903 to put back the 
evicted tenants, but that was not the 
question. It might be the fact that they 
had evicted tenants before and had now 
to face the difficulty of their replacement, 
but that was not the question. The 
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question was a very simple one. The 
mover of the Motion cited precedents 
and referred to the action taken by Mr. 
Drummond in regard to tithe collection, 
and his right hon. triend the Member for 
West Bristol in regard to the Clanricarde 
case, and the debate had ;roceeded as if 
the work of the police consisted in the 
collection of rent. That was a mistake. 
The action of the police was to support 
the sheriff in carrying out the order of 
the Court. In the discharge of his duty 
the sheriff was entitled to call upon all 
citizens to support him, and he was 
entitled to call upon the forces of the 
Crown and the police to help him. The 
passing of the Act of 1905, did not alter 
the law in the siightest degree, nor did it 
alter the fact that when a landlord had 
obtained a decree. and it passed into the 
hands of the sheriff, that official was 
entitled to call for as much support as he 
might require to enforce it, and there was 
no discreticn in the Executive Govern- 
ment whether or not that support shou'd 
be given. Therefore. to discuss this 
matter as part passu with the adminis- 
tration of the Act of 1903, oras a part of 
the land policy of Ireland was, first of 
all, to scek to obliterate the real issue, 
and, in the second place, to drag the 
administration of the Land Act into a 
discussion which was more likely to pre- 


judice than to advance its success 


The hon. Member’s account of the inva- 
sion of the is'and of Dursey was in part 
painful and in part amusing. As to visit- 
ing the island, probably the hon. Member 
and he were in the same position, but, if 
the hon. Member really believed that he 
had never heard of the island before, why 
was he indicting him for the action he 
had taken inconnection with it? It was 
perfectly true that the Congested Dis- 

Mr. Walter Long. 
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offer for this 


island which was not accepted by 
the landlord; but that fact did noi 
alter the law which prevailed as much 
in England as in Ireland. 
listened to these debates for twenty 


tricts Board made an 


Having 


years in that House, he had often asked 
himself why such a story as that told by 
the hon. Member should move listeners 
to it much more than a similar story, 
which might be told any day, of evictions 
attended with equal misery and suffering 
in the East End of London and in the 
poorer districts of other cities. There 
were in those districts of England the 
same abject poverty and misery and the 
same bitterness of feeling at being turned 
He did not blame the 


hon. Member for introducing that aspect 


out of home. 


of the question. but it had nothing to do 
with the subject before the House. The 
law which had been called into operation 
in Ireland acted with the same force in 
England. The same right pertained to 
the sheriff, ant the same duty devolved 
In this 


matter the Government had no discretion. 


on the Executive Government. 


On more than one occasion the law had 
been clearly laid down. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose, 
when he was Chief Secretary, thought 
that he had a discretion to say in what 
way the power of the Executive should 
be exercised, and he sought to establish 
that position. The case was taken to the 
Courts, and it was decided that no such 
discretion belonged to the Executive ; but 
that it was bound to afford to the sheriff 
such support as he required for the per- 
formance of his duty. It was useless, there- 
fore, to go back to older precedents. The 
action of the right hon. Member for West: 
Bristol was taken in regard to a totally 
different situation. His right hon. friend 
then declared that he did not believe in 
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wholesale evictions, and attempted to 
advise the landlords as to what their 
policy should be. [‘‘ Did you in this 
case ?”’] No, because he had not had the 
opportunity, and whether if he had had 
the opportunity he would have doe so 
was another matter. The application for 
assistance Was made to him after the 
decree of the Court had been granted ; 
and he had no right or power to make 


any suggestion. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Could you not delay giving the use of 


the gunboat 2 


Me. WALTER LONG said he was 
advised that he had no right to delay; 
but if he could have delayed giving 
assistance, would it have been an honest 
operation ? And what purpose would it 


have served 2 


An HON. MEMBER : 


allowed vou to inquire. 


It would have 


Mr. WALTER LONG pointed out that 
even supposing he had inquired, and found 
that the rents were exorbitant and that 
the action of the landlord was cruel, that 
would not alter the law or the sherifi’s 
The duty of 
the Executive was clear, and there was no 


obligation to carry it out. 


object to be gained by postponing it. 
He had no power to refuse the requisition 
of the sheriff, and, if he did, he would be 
liable to indictment for failure to do his 


duty. 


An HON. MEMBER: The Attorney- 
General would pack the jury for you, and 
_ it would be all right. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL asked what was 
the difference between the action of the 
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right hon. Gentleman and that of the 
right hon. Member for West Bristol. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that, in 
the case of the Clanricarde Estate, the 
sheriff had demand for the 
assistance of the posse comitatus. The 
landlords had indicated to the Executive 
their intention to adopt a particular 


made no 


policy; and the Minister was entitled in 
that case t> point out the difficulties 
which might follow ‘rom that course. 
But in the present case there had been 
no application from the landlord. The 
usual insinuations had been made and 
Lord 
mentioned. There had been no backstairs 
The matter had followed 


Ardilaun’s name had _ been 
influence used. 
the 


The sheriff made the 


ordinary straightforward course. 
demand for the 
force he required to carry out his duty ; 
and the Government had no power or 
right to refuse that demand. There was 
really nothing more to besaid. The hon. 
Gentleman gave his own account, a 
graphic and somewhat coloured account, 
of the way in which the landing was 
effected and the work was doue. He 
said that the police fixed bayonets and 
clubbed their rifles in order to deal with 


the islanders. 


O’CONNOR said that was 
He quoted it from a 


Mr. T. P. 
not his statement. 
London Unionist newspaper. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did noi 
intend in the smallest degree to mis- 
represent the hon. Gentleman. He quite 
understood that he was quoting from a 
London newspaper. Well, the report 


which he had himself received fromthe 
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police.—[Tronical NatIoNAisv cheers. ] 
They were at least as likely to know 
the facts as the London newspaper. 
The hon. Member had stated there was 
no post office or telegraph and that it 
was impossible except under most 
difficult circumstances to get from the 
mainland to the island. He thought, 
therefore, the police report was as likely 
to be accurate as that of the hon. Mem- 


ber. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said he had 
made no report. He quoted from a 
Unionist organ which was not likely to 
err on the side of friendliness to the 


tenants. 


Mx. WALTER LONG - said that of 
course he could not complain if the hon. 
Member thought it right to resort to 
Unionist organs for accurate information. 
He had no desire to conceal the fact 
that his report was from the police. He 
had had a short experience of the Irish 
police force, but it had been long enough 
that it did its best 
in all circumstances, some of them cir- 
cumstances of difficulty, to do its duty, 
and that the officers made accurate 
and reliable reports of the work they 
carried out. The newspaper report stated 
that the police fixed bayonets and clubbed 
rifles, The information given to him, and 
he stood by it, was that they did nothing 
of the kind. They effected their landing 
very much as the hon. Gentleman had 


to convince him 


described, and they appeared to deserve 
the credit for tactics and strategy which 
the hon. Gentleman gave them. 
no fault ought to be found with them 
because they had an officer of great 
ability who disposed his forces so as to 


effect a landing with the minimum of 
Mr. Walter Long. 
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personal violence. If it were true, as he 
believed it to be, that bayonets were not 
fixed and rifles were not clubbed, then it 
was clear that the work was done ina 
manner which reflected credit on the 


police. 


It had been said that the Govem- 
ment were lending themselves to the 
collection of exorbitant rents and to the 
maintenance of the landlords. He con- 
fessed that he had never been very much 
dismayed or troubled by charges of that 


kind. 


dant proof of their desire to settle by fair 


The Government had given abun- 


and just means the land difficulty in Ire- 
land, and he would warn hon. Gentlemen 
opposite [‘‘Oh,”’] that they would not help 
the successful working of the Act of 1903, 
from which they and the House had 
hoped so much, by attacks such as those 
which they had made that night. The 
Act was passed with a certain and definite 
object, and under a definite belief on the 


part of the British Parliament. The 
Irish Executive were doing their best 
to give effect to the wishes of 


Parliament. [‘ To destroy it.”] To drag 
in a difficulty of tnis kind which had 
nothing to do with the administration of 
the Act was not calculated to help its 
administration, or to help the Government 
to face the difficulties which they had to 
face and overcome if they were to solve 
He sub- 
mitted that no case had been male out 


the land question in Ireland. 


for the condemnation it was sought to 
pass on the action of the Government; 
and that it had not been established that 
they had a discretion, that they had any 
right whatever, to refuse the assistance 
demanded of them. The Government 
had acted in this matter constitutionally 


and with propriety, and on those grounds 
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7 North Down in the disappointment he had 


experienced, but probably nine-tenths of 
the 
question under discussion as of more im- 


the Irish people would regard 
portance than the subject of the Motion 
the hon. Member had intended to bring 
forward. Asa private Member, however, 
he held that it was a grievance and a 
hardship that the right of moving the 
adjournment should interfere with the op” 
portunities of private Members, and if any 
proposal were made to remedy that griev- 
ance he would be the first to support it. 
When the rule was under discussion he 


warned the House of the danger of such 


+ but the hon. Member and his friends gave 
him no support. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I did not know 
the hon. Member and his friends so well 
as I know them now. 


Mr. DILLON said that 
reason for being glad that his hon. friend 


was another 


the Member for the Scotland Division 


had brought this matter forward, and 


when next he stood up in defence of 
the rights of private Members he should 
count on the support of the hon. Member 
for North Down. 


For the first time he had had 
the pleasure of listening to the new 
Chief Secretary on Irish affairs. The 


warning the right hon. Gentleman had 
just uttered took him back to the days of 
Mr. Forster and the Land Bill of 1881. 
The Irish Party were warned then that if 
they did not behave themselves and did 
hot give up agitation they would not get 


any ot the benefits that this House was | 


{3 May 1905} 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he deeply | 
] sympathised with the hon. Member for 
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longing to bestow upon them. They had 


Adjournment. 


been constantly listening to such warn- 
ings during the last quarter of a century, 
constantly disregarding them, and con- 
stantly reaping the reward of that course. 
He was not one of those who had expected 
much from the Act of 1903, but although 
he belonged to the class described in 
the ‘“ beatitude”—blessed are they who 
expect little, for they shall not be dis- 
appointed — yet had dis- 
appointed, because they had obtained 
much less than even he had expected. 
The Chief Secretary had declared that the 
Executive Government were engaged in 


he been 


endeavouring toextract from the Land Act 
of 1903 all the benefit they could for the 
people of Ireland. [Mr. Watrer Lone: 
Hear, hear!| And with the sublime auda- 
city of an Irish Secretary the right hon. 
The 


Irish Executive were engayed to-day in 


Gentleman cheered that statement. 


strangling the Act, and that statement 
would be proved when the Report of th» 
wa: issued. Whatever 
benefits the Act of 1903 had conferred— 
experience had shown them to be de- 


Commissioners 


plorably short of the hopes held out by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the 
constant and maleficent interference of 
the Irish Executive. The hands of the 
Commissioners had been tied, and the 


Dover—had been destroyed by 


present discussion and controversy were 
largely the direct result of the conduct of 
the Executive in destroying by their rules 
and regulations the effect of the Act of 
1903. 


over the Questions addressed to him by 


The Chief Secretary had passed 


the hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division, and had concentrated his 
reply on the old formula that the 


Executive had absolutely no discretion 


but to supply the sheriff with what- 
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ever military force he might ask for. 
If the sheriff had demanded a battleship 
would the 

him with it ? 


Adjournment. 


sovernment have supplied 
Did the right hon. Gentle- 
if the sheriff had 


demanded a regiment or two regiments 


man contend that 


of soldiers the Executive had no discre™ 
tion in the matter, and would have to 
supply such a demand’ When the right 
hon. Member for West Bristol 
strated with Lord Clanricarde he told his 


remon- 


lordship that, in the event ot any applica- 
tion being made for the services of the 
constabulary or the military, compliance 
would be retarded by the pressure of 
other claims and duties and their employ- 
ment would be postponed to the utmost 


extent. 


Mr. WALTER LONG pointed out that 
he had also referred to the precedent of 
the right hon. Member for Montrose 
Burghs, in which case it was made clear 


that such action on the part of the Chief 
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Secretary which the hon, Member had |} 


just referred to was illegal and could not 
be maintained. 

Mr. DILLON claimed that he had 
proved that the right hon. Gentleman’s 
contention was wrong as far as those 
words were concerned, beeause the right 
hon. Member for West Bristol distinctly 
stated that if the police were applied for 


their employment would be delayed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said his point 
was that the right hon. Member for 
Montrose Burghs tried to do the same 
thing, and it was found that he had 


not the legal authority to do it. 


Mr. DILLON recalled the time when 
sir Redvers Buller was sent over to 


Mr, Dillon. 
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Ireland to take command in Kerry when 


Adjournment. 


that part of Ireland was unfortunately 
more disturbed than it was at the present 
time, and said that he adopted the same 
When he (the hon. Member) 


was committed for trial in December, 


course, 


1887, they summoned Sir Redvers Buller 
as a witness, and he gave evidence to the 
effect that he was so shocked at the con- 
duct of the landlords of Kerry that he 
required a statement from the agent as 
to the amount of rent and arrears they 
required. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said the hon. 
Member was ignoring the point he had 
made that whatever the view taken by Sir 
Redvers Buller or other Chief Secretaries 
might be, when it was sought to take the 
course adopted by the right hon. Member 
for West Bristol it was laid down by the 


Courts as illegal. 


Mr. DILLON said that did not alter 
the fact that two great officials repre- 
senting the Government who were sent 
dis- 


turbance did lay down that policy and 


over to Ireland at atime of great 


practised it, and they were coerced into 


taking that extreme course by the mis- 


conduct of the Irish landlords. The right 
hon. Gentleman had passed over some 
of the main features of this extraordinary 
Was it contended that the Irish 
fixecutive were bound, without inquiry 


case. 


into the circumstances of the case, to 
give a sheriff any force which he in his 
discretion demanded ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he had Iaid 
down the law, and he defied the hon. 
Where a 
sheriff was called upon to execute a 


Gentleman to dispute it. 


decree of the Court, and in order to 


execute it required a posse comitatus, he 
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was entitled to have it, whether it was | 


Mr. DILLON: Are we to be told that 
a sheriff is to get any force he demands ? 


Mr, WALTER LONG: Of course not. 


Mr. DILLON said that was the point. 
Who was responsible for sending a force 
of 200 police to carry out the eviction of 
Was 
attempt made to carry out the operation 
Did the Chief Secretary 
address any remonstrance to the land- 


one tenant on the island ? any 
peaceably 2 


lord, pointing out that he was contra- 
vening the policy of Parliament and 


acting in a manner likely to raise a dis- 


OREO 


debt was £29. 


sufficient reason ? 
What was the cost of the expedition ? 
Probably it would cost £500 or £400 to 


recover the holding, upon which the 


turbance without 


How long was the ex- 


| pedition to remain on the island, and 


force 


what was it doing now @ 


Mr. WALTER LONG said a small 
the 
the protection of life and property. 


remained on island for 
The police assisted the sheriff in the 
execution of his duty, and the property 


was now in the possession of the represene | 


tative of the person to whom it belonged. | 


A certain number of police remained | 


_ Ainsworth, John Stirling 


on the island to see that no injury 
occurred to life and property there. 

Mr. DILLON said that was doing the 
work of the landlord, and not executing | 
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the decree of the Court. The retention 


Adjournment, 


of the police was in the discretion of the 


Government, and at the cost of £2,000 a 
year the police were kept there to secure 


to the landlord possession of a farm 
Pp 


worth £9a vear. Such was the absurdity 


| of the system of Irish government. 


A UNIONIST MEMBER: If it was 
only worth ninepence the owner is 
entitled to protection. 


Mr. DILLON said the hon. Member 
opposite was using the absurd argument 
that if a landlord wanted possession of 
a piece of land worth ninepence it would 
be the duty of the State to spend £2,000 
getting possession of it. That was a re- 
ductio ad absurdum in connection with 
If the right hon. 
Gentleman had conveved a warning to the 


Trish government. 


landlord that in carrying out these opera- 
tions he would go as far as the law com- 
pelled him and not an inch further the 
eviction would not have taken place. 
The refusal of the landlord to accept the 
offer of the Congested Districts Board to 
buy the island was a proof that the people 
there could not live and pay their way, 
and therefore of the unreasonableness of 
the landlord, of whose conduct there had 
not been one word of reprobation in the 
Chief Secretary’s speech, 


(Juestion put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 74; Noes, 
154, (Division List No. 148.) 


AYES, 


Abraham, William (Cork N.E.) | Bolton, Thomas Dolling 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Brigg, John 
Ambrose, Robert 


Black, Alexander William Burt, Thomas 


Bright, Allan Heywood 
Burke, E. Haviland 


: Caldwell, James 

, Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
| Causton, Richard Knight 

| Cheetham, John Frederick 

| Delany, William 
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Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Elibank, Master of 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E. (Berwick 
Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 
Johnson, John 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


Adjournment 


| 





Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 
! Schwann, Charles E. 


Levy, Maurice 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn.HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griftith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hou. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A (Wore. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos.H. A.E. 
Jorbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Gharles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Fergusson, RtHnSir.J.(Man’er. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ssP’ ghs) 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
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Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall! 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpoo}) 
| O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O'Malley, William 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Price, Robert John 

Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


Russell, T. W. 


NOES. 


Gordon, Maj. Evans( T’rH’ mlets 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Gretton, John 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 





Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley) 
Heath, Sir James(Statfords. NW 
Henderson, SirA.(Stafford, W.) 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jetireys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson,John Grant (Yorks.NR 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Pirkenhead) 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter( Bristol,S. ) 
Lucas, Gol. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt HnSirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Montague, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. ) 
Morgan, David J.(Walthamstow 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
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| Seely, Maj.J.E. B.(Isle of Wight) 


Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Spencer, Rt.Hn.C. R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis §. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James a 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 


| Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 





White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R, 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES~ 
Captain Donelan and Mr, 
Patrick O’ Brien. 


Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn.Win. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, 8. Forde 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sackville, Gol. S. G. Stopford 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lancs.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn JG (Oxf’d Univ. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall. 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A G E( Taunton) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.} 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn E. R.( Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. G. B.Stuart 
Wyndham-Quin, Coi. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 4th May, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


ere 


MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 


The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the un- 


to continued indisposition, 


Whereupon Mr. James Wituram Low- 
THER, the Chairman of Ways and Means, 
j proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, 
‘| took the Chair as Deputy-Speaker, pur- 
suant to the Standing Order. 


coe 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


eR IRAN SOS 
= eee 






: SUBSTITUTED BILLS [LORDS] (STAND- 
ING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
INQUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. Deputy-Speaker laid upon the 


> of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
b case of the following Bill, introduced in 
accordance with the provisions of The 
: Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
- Act, 1899, originating in the Lords, and 
-teferred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired 
| into, and which are applicable thereto, 
have been complied with, viz. :—Clyde 
Navigation (Reconstitution) Bill [Lords]. 





* 


time. 


OE ay 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 


Mr. Depury-SpeakeEr laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Order 
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avoidable absence of Mr. Speaker, owing | 


~ 
q 
F Table Report from one of the Examiners | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | 
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| PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 
| Mr. Depury-Speaker laid upon the 
| Table Report from one of the Examiners 
| of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
| case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :-—Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow, 


Aberdare Urban District Council Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed, [New 
Title.} 

Colne Corporation Bill. Read the third 
| time, and passed. 


Halifax Corporation Bill. Read the 
third time, and passed. [New Title.] 


Stockport Corporation Bill (King’s 
Consent signified), Bill read the third 
| time, and passed, 


London County Council (Money) Bill. 
“To regulate the Expenditure of Money 


'by the London County Council on 
| Capital Account during the current 


| Financial Period and the Raising of 
Money to meet such Expenditure; and 
for other purposes,” presented, and read 
the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(Gas) Bill. ‘To confirm a Provisional 
Order of the Local Government Board 
relating to Withnell,”’ presented by Mr. 
Grant Lawson; supported by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour; read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners. of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
199.] 


Lordon United Tramways (Extension 
of Time) Bill; Hessle Gas Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments; Reports to 


(No. 1) Bill; Local Government Pro- | lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


visional Orders (No. 4) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a/| 


second time To-morrow. 


VOL. CXLV. [Fourrs Szrtss.] 


Holy Trinity, Portsea, Bill [Lords]. Re- 
ported, with an Amendment; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


2H 
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Marylebone Chapels Bill [Lords!. Re- 
ported, without Amendment; Report to 
lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the 
third time. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]. Re- 
ported, without Amendment ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
BILL. 


Petition from Hanley, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions for alteration; from Glas- 
gow; and Stornoway; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Petition from Riccarton, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Aberdeen 
(three); Airdrie; Ardrishaig; Ardrossan ; 
Auchtermuchty ; Banff; Bellshill; Ben- 


what (two); Blairgowrie; Bowmore ; 
Carluke (two); Colmonell;  Dailly; 


Dunbar; Dundee; Dunfermline (three) ; 
Dunning; Dunoon; Edinburgh (ten); 
Elgin (two); Ellenabeich; Fairlie; 
Glasgow;  Glencraig; Grangemouth ; 
Greenock ; Haddington; Inverkeithing ; 
Inverness; Keith; Kilburnie; Kilmal- 
colm; Kirkcaldy; Ladybank; Larch- 
bank; Leslie; Lesmahagow; Leven 
(three); Leuchars; Linlithgow (two) ; 
Lochgelly; Longside ; Mains and Strath- 
martin; Moffat; Monifieth; Newburgh ; 
Newport (Fife); Nitshill ; North Berwick 
(two); Peterhead (two); Pollokshaws; 
Prestonpans; Riccarton; Sandbank; 
Shanbryde ; Strathkinners ; Strathmiglo ; 
Tarbert; Tayport; West Kilbride; 
Wishaw; and Woodstock; to lie upon 
the Table. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 

OF WOMEN) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Pimlico and 
Westminster; and St. Pancras; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Nettleton, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MILK DEPOTS (LONDON) BILL. 


Petition from St. Pancras, in favcur; 
to lie upon the Table. 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


Petition from Ashton-under-Lyme, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRAINING COLLEGES (IRELAND). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 12th April; Mr. Sloan]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 3rd May ; Mr. Walter Long]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 149.] 


OUTRAGES (IRELAND). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 3rd May ; Mr. Walter Long}; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 150.] 


POST OFFICE (PARCEL POST BETWEEN 
GREAT BRITAIN AND THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA). 

Copy presented, of agreement between 
the Post Office of Great Britain and 
Ireland and the Post Office Department 
of the United States of America for the 
direct exchange of Parcels by Parcel 
Post, dated 3rd/17th February, 1905 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3361 and 3362 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


NATIONAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) 
TEACHERS. 
Return ordered, “ showing— 


‘«(1) The number of Teachers who, after 
completing a two years course of train- 
ing, were appointed for the first time as 
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Principal or Assistant Teachers 
National Schools in Treland in each of 
the three years immediately preceding 
the new financial arrangement of 1900, 
viz., 1897, 1898, 1899, distinguishing be- 
tween Principal ani Assistant Teachers, 
and betwe2n Male and Female Teachers. 


“(2) The classification of the Teachers 
so appointed, distinguishing as before 


tween Male and Female Teachers. 


out of Imperial Funds to the Teachers 
referred to in Section 1, giving the 
averages for Principal and Assistant 
Teachers separately, and for Male and 
Female Teachers separately. 

“(4) The numberof Teachers who, after 
completing a two years course of train- 
ing, were appointel for the first time as 
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in | 


o. : ‘and in addition a deduction, 
between Prircipal and Assistant and be- | 


Questions. 902 


* (b) Expenditure from receipts appro- 
— in aid. 


“(c) Expenditure out of issues to meet 
capital expenditure under various Acts. 


‘“*(d) Expenditure incurred on account 
ofthis Department by other a : 
tozether with the tota!s of (a), (b), (c), 
and (d), for each of the four paie 
from the 
to‘al of each Department, of the Ex- 


__ | penditure incurred by that Department 
(3) The average total salaries paid | 
| Gibson Bowles.) 


on account of other Departments.” —(Mr. 


PUBLIC REVENUE (INTERCEPTION). 

Return ordered, “of the amounts of 
all Public Revenue derived from Taxes 
levied by Parliament and from any 
other sources, which are not paid into 
His Vajesty’s Exchequer, for the years 
1903-4, 1904-5, and 1905-6 (estimated), 


Principal or Assistant Teachers in *% Py ‘ : 
National Schools in Ireland in each of With the tota's in each case (in continu- 
_ the years immediately following the new tton of Parliamentary Paper, No. 253, 
et  Gesenctal arrangement of 1900, viz., 1901, of Session 1904).’’—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 

. ' 1902, 1903, distinguishing between Prin- vs v7, px pPENDITURE (GREAT BRITAIN 

‘ | cipal and Assistant Teachers and between AND FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 
f Male and Female Teachers. Return ordered, ‘of the Naval Ex- 
“(5) The classification or grade of the penditure of this Country in the years 

Teachers so appointed, distinguishing as 1880, 1890, 1901, 1902, 1903, and 1904, 

to | before between Principal and Assistant and of the Naval Exp2nditure of France, 

d “sar and between Male and Female a Germany, a Finney 

| Teachers. in the same years.” —(Sir Edgar Vincent. 

“(6) Theaverage total salaries paid out -_-—— 

a he ag, sie aggre Teachersrelert20 _ QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
in Section 4, giving the averages 10r| o;RCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 
Principal and Assistant Teachers 

7 . separately, and for Male and Female eens 

~? - 

om Teachers separately.”—(Mr. Dil/on.) Wages Deductions in the Potteries in 

he a — Contravention of the Truck Acts. 

fn eee ee * $i CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 

05 | , Return ordered, “ showing for the shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 

,, | financial years 1894-5, 1904-5, and Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
1905-6 (estimated), respectively, the ent if his attention has been called to a 

) total annual Expenditure of each of the etter by Mr. Redgrave, superintending in- 

od lollowing Departments, viz. :-— spector of factories, in which that official 

08. “(1) Army (including Ordnance says that his experience shows that there 

lie Fastories). are pot banks in which inquiry would 

' ‘easily prove that the Truck Acts are 

“(2) Navy. | being contravened ; whether, in this case, 

(3) Civil Services. it is the duty, of the inspe inte to — 

‘cute; and whether prosecution will be 

‘ tere ss hen etp | | directed in all such chi with a view to 
each of the following headings for each | thie dibnenesindak ia te 

fter Department, viz. :— | 

<t “(a) Expenditure from net Votes voted | (Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 


| Douglas.) Iwas not aware that a letter 


2H 2 


in Supply, 
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this subject to the Press ; but the ques- 
tion of the system of deductions pre- 
vailing in the potteries (many of which I 
may say are customary deductions of 
very old jstanding) has engaged my 
attention for some time, and special 
instructions were given some months ago 
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to the superintending inspector to inquire | 


into the matter thoroughly and report 
to the Department. The investigations 
are not yet complete, and I have not yet 
received the report, but I understand 
that a movement is in progress in the 
district for the abolition of deductions, 
and that a number of firms have already 
wholly or partially abolished them. It 
is the duty of the inspector to prosecute 
for contraventions of the Truck Acts, 
and proceedings will be taken, if neces- 
sary, in this trade as in others. 


Amendment of the Truck Acts. 

Str CHARLES DILKE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment if his attention has been called 
to the expression, in the judgment of 
the King’s Bench Division, in the case of 
Squire v. the Midland Lace Company, by 
a Court consisting of the Lord Chief 
Justice and two other Judges, of a hope 
that an amendment of the Truck Laws 
may be made; and whether His Majesty’s 
Government will introduce a Bill to deal 
with the flaws in the Truck Acts re- 
vealed in the failure of this and some 
other recent prosecutions by His 
Majesty’s inspectors of factories, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) My attention has been called 
to the remarks of Mr. Justice Kennedy 
in the case to which the right hon. 
Baronet refers. I consider that it is 
desirable to amend and consolidate the 
Truck Acts, bat I cannot undertake to 
introduce a Bill for that purpose in the 
present session. 


Vaccination Prosecutions at Brighton. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he is aware that the 
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had been written by Mr. Redgrave on! Vaccination Act, 1898; and, sveing that 


Questions. 


this officer is employed by the Brighton 
Board of Guardians, and paid by that 
body, will he state why they were not 
communicated with before such measures 
were resorted to. 


(Answered by Mr. Grant Lawson.) The 
Local Government Board have not re- 
ceived any information as to the matter 
referred to; but, in their opinion, the 
application for a distress warrant forms 
part of the proceedings for the enforce- 
ment of the Vaccination Acts, These 
proceedings the vaccination officer is 
empowered to take without previous 
communication with the guardians. 


Consular Reports. 
Str SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, W.): 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether instructions can 


be given to His Majesty’s Consular | 
officials to expedite the sending of Con- | 
sular Reports upon the Trade and Com- | 
merce of Foreign Countries and ‘Towns; — 
and whether the Foreign Office can | 


arrange for the prompter issue to the 
public of such Reports. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) With 
regard to the first part of the Question, 
a Circular Despatch on the subject has 
already been prepared, and is about to 
be sent to His Majesty’s Consular officials. 
As regards publication, it is not found 
possible to edit and print the Reports 
more promptly than is done at present. 


Scottish Church Dispute. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): To 
ask the Lori-Advocate whether he can 
now state the number of churches now 
in possession of the legal Free Church, 
distinguishing the number in their pos- 
session at October, 1900, and those 


/subsequently obtained by interdict or 


otherwise in consequence of the House of 
Lords judgment ; the number of notices 
of ejectment from their manses recently 
served on ministers of the United Free 


vaccination officer for the borough of , Church, and the form of such notice ; 
Brighton has recently obtained warrants and will he specify according to counties 
of distress upon the goods of several | the number of churches held by the legat 


persons in the borough for alleged non- | Free Church, and the number of manses | 


compliance with the terms of The/ to which the notices as above were sent. 
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(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) Ac- ; Lords 1st August last. Forty-two have 


] cording to my latest information I believe 


the following figures correctly give the | 


facts desired by the hon. Member: At 


the present time the Free Church is in | 
possession altogether of 121 churches | 
orthereby. Of these thirty were retained | 
by the Free Church at October, 1900. | 
_number of Churches held by Free Church 


The remainder have been regained since 
that date, the great majority of them 


since the judgment of the House of | 


Name of County. 


Argyll 


. 
) 
' 
a 
' 
’ 


Aberdeen 
Ayr - : - - - - . 


Bute - - - z - - 


© Caithness - - - : 


Dumbarton - : : - 


Edinburgh 


' 
' 
‘ 
. 
‘ 


Elgin - - - : : : é 
Fife - - - : . - : 


Forfar - - ‘ . si : 


’ 
' 
‘ 
’ 
. 


Inverness 
Lanark - - : : t - 
Nairn - - : : - - - 
Orkney - - - - . 

Perth - : ‘ . , A ‘ 
Renfrew - - - > 

Ross - - - : : - - 


Sutherland : . - - 


Totals 


been regained by processes of interdict. 
One hundred and fifteen notices in terms 
of the annexed print were issued to 
ministers of the United Free Church on 
3rd ultimo. 


Note.—According to Counties of the 


and number of manses to which above- 
mentioned notices were sent. 


| | 
| | 
| Number of Churches | Number of manse 








| held. | notices issued. 
| |— 
on 13 | 17 
| 
1 | 0 
| 
- | 3 4 
- 8 6 
| 
- | 7 8 
| 
ora 1 l 
| 
- | 2 1 
* | 1 1 
| 
- | 3 i 
| 
, 1 0 
- 25 | 27 
. 4 | 1 
| 
- | 1 | 1 
| 
- | 0 | i 
Sa | ‘ 
- 1 l 
: 39 32 
10 | 9 
| 
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Form of Notice. 
18, Heriot Row, Edinburgh. ¢ 
3rd April, 1905. 
Reverend and Dear Sir, 
Pi ons erate ieee Free Church. 


On behalf of the Free Church of Scot- 
land and this congregation, we are 
instructed to intimate to you that the 
manse pertaining to the congregation at 
present cecupied by you may shortly be 
required for the use of a minister of the 
Free Church. Our clients desire to 
arrange with you amicably as to your 
removal which, in the circumstances, you 
will no doubt recognise to be inevitable. 
We shall therefore be glad to have from 
you an undertaking to remove at May 28th 
next, or so scon thereafter as may be re- 
quired by our clients, on your receiving 


from them one month’s previous notice | 
in writing. If you do not see your way) 


to give such an undertaking, we shall be 


under the necessity of taking proceedings | ; 
) MS 8" total amount of cash, licences, postal | 


orders, and stamps, varying from £300 | 
to £700 per day, has been in charge of © 
the sorting clerk and telegiaphist at the | 


in Court against you. Kindly let us hear 
from you in course. Meantime, and 
unless otherwise arranged, you will please 
accept this letter as formal notice to 
leave at May 28th next. 

Yours faithfully, 


To the Reverend................ 


United Free Church Minister. 


Post Office and National Telephone 
Company's Employees. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether his 
attention has been called to Clause 8, 
Section 7, of the Telegraph Act, 1863- 
1892, under which the Post Office in 
taking over the establishments of the 
then existing telegraph companies als> 
undertook to employ every officer and 
clerk of the companies who had been 
not less than five or seven years in the 
service of the companies, or failing such 
employment to give them compensation 
in annual pensions fixed according to 
length of service; whether it was also 
arranged in the case of the telegraph 
companies’ s-rvants that those who 
entered into the service of the Postmaster- 
General should be entitled to count their 
years of continuous service with the 
telegraph companies as years passed in 
the Civil Service of the Orown: and 


whether he will state that similar arrange” 
ments wil! be extended to the servants o 
the National Telephone Company as were 
mare forty-two years ago in the case of 
the servants of the telegraph companies, 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 
| aware of the provisions in the Telegraph 
Act of 1868 dealing with the transfer of 
the staffs of the various telegraph 
companies to the Post Office, provisions 
which are not quite correctly stated by 
the hon. Member. I am not prepared to 
| propose similar arrangements as regards 
the staff of the National Telephone 
Company, since I believe that to follow 
that precedent in the present instanc2 
would impose an inequitable burden on 
| the taxpayers of the United Kingdom. 





| Postal Work at Culeraine. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-Ceneral 
| whether he is aware that at Coleraine the 


counter work, and in February last a 
Return was furnished on these lines; 
'that on April Ist these figures were re- 
duced by nearly one-half and a Return 
| taken and substituted for the previous 
one by special instruction of the surveyor, 
and that since then the reduction in 
licences, postal orders, and stamps has 
been maintained, but the full amount 
_ of cash has been replaced ; and, ifso, will 
| he say whether these alterations were made 
for the purpose of dealing with the re- 
| classification of offices; and whether a 
| similar method has been adopted in other 
| offices. 





(Answered by Lord Stan/ey.) I have no 
information about the circumstances to 
which the hon. Member reters, but I may 
at once say that they could have no 
bearing whatever on the classification of 
Coleraine. 


Construction of Harbour at Innishlyre, 
near Westport. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 
intended to construct the harbour at 





Innishlyre, near Westport, for which a | 
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grant has been allocated under the Marine 
Works (Ireland) Act; and, if so, when 
will the works be commenced. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I am 
not at present in a position to give a 
definite reply to this Question. The 
Government are in communication with 
the Midland Great Western Railway 
Company on the subject, 


Sales under the Irish Land Act of 1903. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in cases 
of sale under the Land Act of 1903, the 
Estates Commissioners do not collect the 
interest accruing before the issue of the 
vesting order where the sale takes place 
under Form H; and, if so, what is the 
cause of this departure from the ordinary 
procedure. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Form 
H has reference to the sale by the 
vendor, to any of the classes of pur- 
chasers enumerated in Sections 2 and 4, 
ofa parcel of land at the time of the 
agreement for sale in the occupation of 
the vendor; and the seventh paragraph 
of the form provides that the purchaser 
isto be put in possession on a day not 
later than the day of the advance. The 
doth Section of the Land Act of 1896 does 
not apply to such cases. Whenever the 
vendor puts the purchaser into posses sion 
arrangements may be made between them 
for the payment of interest pending the 
making of the advance, but such interest 
isnot cellectible by the Land Commission. 


Jamaica Steamship Service. 

Mr. GUTHRIE (Tower Hamlets, Bow): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies what modifications, if any, have 
been made in the contract dated April 
19th, 1900, with Elder, Dempster, and 
Company, for a steamship service be- 
tween Jamaica and the United Kingdom ; 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
condition in Clause 3, Sub-section (a), of 
that contract, providing that on or before 
January 16th, 1904, the steamers used in 
the service to date should be replaced by 
larger and swifter steamers, with an 
average speed of not less than thirteen 
knots an hour, with adequate space for 


h @ | the conveyance of fruit and passengers, 
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has not been fulfilled, he will say whether 
the yearly subsidy of £40,000 per annum 
has, inaccordance with the coatrast, been 
ieduced to £30,000 per annum a; from 
January 16th, 1901, and, if so, what has 
been the amount of subsidy repaid by the 
contractors, or what amount has been 
| deducted from the subsidy ; whether he 
'is aware that the obligation under the 
contract to purchase, at current market 
| rates, 20,000 bunches of bananas for each 
| voyage from Jamaica to the English 
| port has not been carried out, and that 
| this part of the contract is now being 
carried out by an American fruit trust; 
whether the consent of the Crown Agents 
has been given to any assignment or 
underlease of the benefit of the contract, 
or any part thereof, dated April 19th, 
1900; and whether, seeing that the 
condition of the contract dated January 
16th, 1900, with Messrs. Elder, Dempster, 
and Company, making provis‘on for a 
service for two ports in Jamaica, has, as 
regards Port Antonio, never been fulfilled, 
he will say whether any, and, if any, 
what, equivalent or compensation has 
been obtained for the loss to the colony 
of this service. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
No modifications have been made in the 
contract referred to. The steamers at 
present employed in the service satisfy 
all the requirements of Clause 3 of the 
contract, with the possible +xception of 
the provision as to speed (Sub-sect on 
b) with regard to which there have been 
negotiations with the contractors; and 
one of the steamers employed largely 
exceeds the requirement of the contract 
as regards both speed and capacity. 
No deduction has been made from the 
subsidy payable to the contractors. The 
obligation to purchase, at current market 
rates, 20,000 bunches of bananas for 
each voyage has been carried out by the 
contractors with the exception of a 
period subsequent to the hurricane of 
August, 1905, when no bananas were 
procurable. No part of the contract has 


been assigned or underlet, but the con- 
tractors have appointed Messrs. Elders 
and Fyffes, Limited, their agents for 
carryingout that part of the contract which 
relates to the purchase of fruit. The condi- 
tion requiring that the contract steamers 
should call at Port Antonio has been 
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waived with the consent of the Jamaica 


Questions. 


Government, a service carried on by. 


Messrs. Elders and Fyffes between 
Montego Bay and Manchester being 
accepted in the first instance as an 
equivalent. Since the discontinuance of 
that service the contractors have initiated 
a new service between England and the 
northern ports of Jamaica, the con- 
tinuance of which will be conditional 
upon its receiving reasonable support 
from the Jamaica fruit- growers. 


Amounts received by Royal Patriotic 
Corporation towards Soldiers Effects 
Fund under the Regimental Debts Act. 
Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To ask 

the Secretary of State for War the 

various amounts handed over in the 
last ten years to the Royal Patriotic 

Corporation under the Regimental Debts 

Act, towards the Soldiers Effects Fund, 

and the date of the most recent contri- 

bution. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The amounts handed over 
annually to the Royal Patriotic Fund 
Corporation for the Soldiers Effects Fund 


during the last ten years were as 
follows :— 

£. s. d. 

Handed over in 1895 5,403 13 2 

es 1896 3,129 19 11 

= 1897 1,544 2 1 

o 1898 . 3,208 2 5 

- 1899 , 1,397 1 8 

Ny 1900 1,465 5 8 

i 1901 2,866 4 2 

i 1902 3,186 7 0 

of 1903 . . 1,272 2 5 

* May,1904 2,263 4 8 

£25,736 3 2 


A sum of £5,943 3s. 2d. is about to 
be handed over to the Corporation. 
These amounts represent stock (Consols), 
the result of investments of cash balances 


of “Effects” (and dividends thereon) | 


pending the completion of the period 


after which they became available for. 


transfer to the Patriotic Fund under 
the Regimental Debts Act, 1893. 


Promotion of Warrant Officers (Royal 


Artillery)—Age Limits. 
Mr. KEARLEY : Toask the Secretary 
of State for War whether the age limit 
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| for promotion of warrant officers, Royal 
Artillery, to lieutenant district officer 
is forty years, and to quartermaster 
forty-five years; and, if so, what is the 
reason of such distinction; and whether 
it is possible to make the age limit for 
promotion to the former rank the same 
as to the latter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The age limits are as stated 
in the Question. It is regarded as a 
concession to deserving warrant officers 
to take them as old as forty-five for the 
position of quartermaster, but in view of 
the more active duties of district officer 
it is held that the age of forty should not 
be exceeded at the time of selection. It 
is not, therefore, considered advisable to 
; make the suggested alteration in the 
regulations. 


Army Estimates—Vote 7. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
K.): To ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury when he can take Vote 7 of the 
Army Estimates; and whether he will 
place this Vote on an early Supply night, 
to enable the action of the War Office in 
regard to Army boot contracts to be 
discussed. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 1 
cannot as yet fix the date for taking this 
Vote, but I may remind the hon. Mem- 
ber that a great deal of time has been 
given this session to Army Votes and 
that other Supply Services have claims 

‘upon the attention of Committee of 
Supply. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


H.M.S. ‘‘Stormcock”—British Gunboats 
at Irish Evictions. 

Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.) : [ beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if he can say by whose authority H.MS. 
** Stormcock ” was recently employed to 
convey bailiffs and police to Dursey 
Island for the purpose of carrying out 
evictions ; whether the expenses incurred 
in the transport of the bailiffs and 
police were defrayed by the Admiralty 
and will appear in the Naval Estimates ; 
| and whether it is proposed to place His 
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Majesty’s ships at the disposal of evicting 
Irish landlords. 


*THe SECRETARY to tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, 


Woodbridge): The Admiralty having | 


ascertained through the Irish Executive 
that the sheriff had bona fide requisitioned 
the services of this vessel, then in his 
bailiwick, to aid him in the execution of 
the King’s writ, issued the necessary 
directions accordingly. So far as known 
no special expenses were incurred in 
connection with this service, 


Captain DONELAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered the last 
part of the Question. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: I think it was 
hardly asked seriously, but if the hon. 
Member desires an Answer it is in the 
negative. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Was not the “Stormcock”’ sent to the 
rescue of a vessel on the rocks, and did 
she not arrive too late because her men 
were engaged in bombarding a poor 
man’s hut 2 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Carratin DONELAN: Are officers 
and men joining the Royal Navy 
informed that they will be expected to 
assist in Irish evictions ? 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That is 
really not relevant to the Question on 
the Paper. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Was the instruction given by the 
Admiralty bere or was the communication 
Solely with the admiral at Queens- 
town ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: The orders were 
issued by the Admiralty here. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Were the 
bluejackets under the command of the 
civil or of the naval authorities on this 
occasion. 2 


*Mr. PRETYMAN : There were no 


naval ratings on the boat. 
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Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
What has been the cost of the expedi- 
tion to the Admiralty ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN : I have said no ex 


penses were incurred. 


+ 


Discharges from Chatham Dockyard. 

Mr. TUFF (Rochester): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 
in view of the present condition of trade 
in this country and the fact that the 
question of the unemployed is still engag- 
ing the consideration of the municipalities 
of Rochester, Chatham, and Gillingham, 
he could see his way to recommending 
the postponement of further discharges 
in His Majesty’s Dockyard at Chatham. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: I fear the hon. 
Member’s request cannot be complied 
with, as the effectof postponing discharges 
now would be to increase the number 
necessarily discharged at a later date, and 
a time of year {more unsuitable for ob- 
taining employment elsewhere. 


Naval Construction. 

Mr. PARTINGTON (Derbyshire, High 
Peak): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he can give the amount of 
tonnage and its cost added by new con- 
struction to the British, French, German, 
United States of America, and Russian 
navies for the five years ending 3lst 
March, 1905. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: These figures will 
take some time to prepare, and I shall be 
glad if the hon. Member would postpone 
his Question till Monday. 


Flogging in Military Prisons. 
Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War how many cases of corporal punish- 
ment by flogging there have been in the 
military prisons at home and abroad 
during the year 1904. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. ArnoLpD-ForstEr, Belfast, W.): 
In military prisons at home there were 
no cases. Abroad there were two cases, 
both for gross personal violence to prison 
officers. 
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Mr. TOMKINSON asked if it would | 


not be possible to place Returns on these 
subjects in the hands of hon. Members 
during the session instead of distributing 
them in the uutumn ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said it was 
difficult to anticipate the Returns, but if 
the hon. Member required any special 
info"mation he would endeavour to get it 
for him. 


Powers of the Transvaal Assembly. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies what powers are 
given to the Transvaal Representative 
Assembly for the control of the railways, 
the South African Constabulary, the 
land settlement schemes, the taxation 
essential to pay the interest on the 
£35,000,00) loan, and the taxation on 
commodities imported into the country. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. Lytretton, War- 
wick and Leamington): The control of 
railways, of the South African Con- 
stabulary, and of expenditure out of the 
Guaranteed Loan on Land Settlement is 
by the Order in Council of May 20th, 1905, 
printed at page 5 of Cd. 1641, vested in 
the Intercolonial Council. The new 
Assembly will have powers of legislation 
with regard to land settlement. The 
interest on the £35,0C0,000 loan is a first 
charge upon railway revenue, which is 
under the control of the Intercolonial 
Council, and is further secured on all the 
assets and revenues of the Transvaal. Cus- 
toms taxation is fixed by legislation in the 
Transvaal as well as in the other South 
African Colonies in accordance with the 
Customs Convention between the Colonies 
of 1905. It can only be varied by fresh 
agreement between the several contract- 
ing Colonies, 


British Labour in South Africa. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether, under 
the new Transvaal Constitution, it will 
be possible for the Legislative Assembly 
to pass a law, similar to the Australian 
Immigration Act, whereby working men 
belonging to the United Kingdom may 
be excluded from the Colony. 
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Mr. LYTTELTON: Any legislation 
relating to immigration would, of course, 
be subject to the ordinary power of dis- 
allowance belonging to the Crown. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Will 
it be exercised in the case I have men- 
tioned 2 


Mr. LYTTELTON;: I am not going 
into an hypothesis of that kind. 


Responsible Government in Orange River 
olony. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.); 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether any communica- 
tions have been received from the 
Governor of the Orange River Colony 
with regard to the granting of represen- 
tative or responsible government to that 
colony at the same time as to the 
Transvaal, and to the state of opinion 
in the Orange River Colony on the 
subject ; and will such communication 
be laid upon the Table. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The Governor 
has informed me that a resolution in 
favour of responsible government was 
passed at a Congress held at Brandfort 
at the beginning of December, but the 
deputation which presented the resolu- 
tions passed at the Conference to the 
Lieutenant-Governor did not refer to 
this particular resolution, which was 
not included among those he was desired 
to forward. I have also received an 
account of a meeting at which a resolu- 
tion in favour of responsible government 
was passed at Vrede in February. I will 
include these resolutions among the 
next Papers. 


Mineral Concessions in India. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he will give a Return of 
the mineral concessions granted in India 
since 1880, showing the position and 
extent of the areas and the names of the 
parties to whom the concessions have 
been granted ; and whether he will state 
the gereral nature of the terms, 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


ford): I will ask the Governmert of India 
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whether the Return for which the hon. 
Member asks can be compiled without an 
inordinate amount of labour, and will 
acquaint the hon. Member with the 
result. Some, though not all, of the 
information is given in the Government 
of India’s Annual Return of Mineral Pro- 
duction. The general nature of the terms 
of mining concessions in India is shown 
in the Indian mining rules, of which I 
shall be happy to send the hon, Member 


a copy. 
Lord Kitchener and the Indian Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he has any official in- 
formation showing that Lord Kitchener 
is dissatisfied with the existing condi- 
tions attaching to his post of Com- 
mander-in-Chief in India. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The present system 
of Army administration in India has 
recently been the subject of correspond- 
ence with the Government of India, 
and is at present under the consideration 
of His Majesty’s Government. 


Mr. DALZIEL: The right hon. Gentle- 
man has in no way whatever answered the 
Question. Does he see any objection to 
Lord Kitchener’s Memorandum on the 
subject being laid on the Table ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: [could not possibly 
lay it on the Table, because it forms part 
of a correspondence which is at this 


moment under consideration of the 
Government, 
Mr, DALZIEL: Can the right hon. 


Gentleman not answer my Question ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : I have already an- 
swered the Question, Sir. It is quite 
contrary to all custom that correspond- 
ence relating to the Indian Government 
and the opinions of particular members 
of the Indian Government should be 
cited in this House when they are under 
consideration of the Government. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Has Lord 
Kitchener tendered his 
Answer me that. 


[No Answer was returned. } 
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Arsenic in Beer. 

Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board what steps have 
been taken by the officers of the Inland 
Revenue to test the various materials 
used in the manufacture of beer; to 
obtain a Return of the specific in- 
gredients so used; and to ascertain to 
what extent, if any, they were found to 
be contaminated with arsenic; ard 
whether any standard of purity in beer 


has been laid down by the Inland 
Revenue. 
*Tue CHANCELLOR or Tue EX- 


CHEQUER (Mr. AustEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): In respect to th 


| first three portions of the hon. Member’s 


Question, the procedure of the Board of 
Inland Revenue in exercising control and 
inspection over the ingredients which 
might contain arsenic, and which are 
used in the manufacture of beer, is that 
provided for in the Revenue Act of 
1888; the Revenue officials have caused 
frequent samples to be taken of other 
ingredients than those specially men- 
tioned in the Gazette Notice of October 10.h, 
1901, issued under the Act named. They 
have tested not only glucose and “ invert ” 
sugar, but also caramel, malt, hops, and 
a number of brewers’ worts ; and, in cases 
where beer “regenerators” and yeast 
foods have been found arsenical, the 
manufacturer has either been cautioned, 
or sanction to the use of the substance 
has been withheld. The Arsenica] Poison- 
ing Commission bear testimony in their 
Report to the value of the work done 
by the Inland Revenue in connection 
with the Government Laboratory, and it 
will be continued as advised by the Com- 
mission. In regard to the last paragraph 
of the Question, the Poard of Inland 
Revenue have no authority to prescribe a 
standard of purity for beer. 


Financial Returns. 
*Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
when the Finance Accounts and the 


| Statement as to the National Debt will 
| be published. 


resignation ? | 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Finance Accounts are by law required to 


| be presented to Parliament by June 30th. 
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These accounts cannot be got ready for 
presentation much before that date, 
The Annual Return relating to the 
National Debt is in an advanced state 
of preparation, and I hope it will be in 
the hands of Members before long. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: Shall 
we have them before the Second Read- 
ing of the Finance Bill ? 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: That 
is hardly likely so far as the Finance 
Accounts are concerned. With regard 
to the Dept Return I have given in- 
structions for that to be pushed forward 
as rapidly as possible. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): Can 
we have any estimate of the proposed 
capital expenditure before the Second 
Reading ? 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am afraid I cannot give more details 
than I did in my Budget speech, but if I 
find I can do so I will. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Why does it require three mouths to 
prepare these accounts? I think we 
had them in May last year. 


*Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
am afraid I cannot answer that, but if 
the hon, Gentleman wishes I will inquire 
of the Department from which I get the 
information. 


Grants to University Colleges. 
Mr, T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 1 | 
beg,to ask the Secretary to the Treasury | 


whether, in view of the _ ms the grants | 


to University Colleges, 7.e., to London, | 
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March 22ndf last, in which he stated that 
the increase of grants to Universities 
and University Colleges, Great Britain, 
was the first approach to an equivalent 
grant to England as compared with the 
other portions of the three kingdoms, 
There is, therefore, no intention of in- 
creasing the grants to Irish colleges, 
Scotland and Wales are unaffected by 
the increase. The allocation of the 
Votes for 1903-4 and 1904-5 will be 
found set out in Parliamentary Paper 
Cd. 2422 of 1905. The distribution for 
1905-6 has not yet been settled. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : Why is not the 
allocation of these grants set out in the 
Appropriation Accounts ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: They 
are set out in the Paper I have referred 
to. 


Motor-Car Speed Regulations. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, having 
regard to the increasing number of 
accidents arising from excessive speed 
and reckless driving of motor-cars and 
cycles, and to the habitual violation of 
the legal speed limits, he will take im- 
mediate steps to strengthen the law and 
to secure its effective enforcement. 


Tue SECRETARY vo tHe LOCAL 


|GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. a 


| Law son, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): I 

| the unavoidable absence of my right . 
'friend may I be permitted to read his 
‘reply %—{ have seen with much regret 
the reports of several recent accidents 
caused by motor-cars and motor-cycles. 











Victoria, Birmingham, nas Liverpool, | Reckless and inconsiderate driving should 
and to Scotch and Welsh Universities | certainly be stopped, and I may point 
have increased from £27,0CO in 1903-4 | out that under the Motor-Car Act, 1903, 
to £54,000 in 1904-5, and to £100,000 in | it is an offence to drive a motor-car ina 
1905-6, he can state how the sum voted | public highway recklessly or negligently 
has been allocated as between the) | or at a speed or in a manner which 1s 
different colleges ; and if any equivalent | dangerous to the public. Offences under 
grant has been made to any Irish | _the Act are punishable by fine and sus- 
colleges. | pension of licence, and in the case of a 
second or subsequent offence by im- 
Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY oF | prisonment, “a's should aati that 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. Victor CavEN- | magistrates will impose penalties sufli- 
Disu, Derbyshire, W.) : 
the hon. Member to the reply given wd a aaraceses 


I would refer | ciently deterrent to put an end to the 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer on | It See (4) Debates, exliii., 791. 
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evil, without its being necessary to resort | 
to further legislation on the subject. 
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limit for motor-cars within their areas; 
and how many of those applications 


have been granted; 


Mr. CHANNING: Do I understand 
that the Local Government Board are 
not prepared to consider at present ques- 
tions of further legislation and stronger 
regulations? It seems to me they are 
imperatively demanded. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): May I ask whether the 
hon. Gentlemin will take steps to 
reconsider the circular issued by the 
Local Government Board directly taking 
away the power of local authorities to 
regulate traffic in the:r own district ? 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I do not 
know what the hon. Gentleman refers to. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: The one 
issued by the Local Government Board. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That ques- 
tion does not arise here. 


Alien Chauffeurs. 

Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether, 
seeing that aliens asking for driving 
licences under The Motor-Car Act, 1903, 
cannot be required to produce references 
from the police authorities of the 
countries from which they have come 
or their driving licences issued by such 
countries, the Government will give 
facilities for its progress if a short Bill 
to give licensing authorities powers as 
to aliens applying for licences is intro- 
duced, 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I am afraid 
that it would be difficult to distinguish 
between various classes of applicants for 
licences to drive motor-cars. If a Bill 
is introduced it will receive considera- 
tion, but I cannot state beforehand what 
course the Government will adopt with 
regard to it. 


Local Authorities and Motor-Car 
Regulations. 

Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich) : I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
will state how many local authorities 
have applied for power to fix a speed 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: The Local 
Government Board have received appli- 
cations under Sections 8 and 9 of the 
Motor-Car Act, 1903, from forty-five 
local authorities. Seventeen of these 
applications have been withdrawn and 
several more are inabeyance. In twelve 
cases local inquiries have been held by 
inspectors of the Board, and in two 
instances orders have been issued, 
limiting the speed to five miles an hour 
as respects part of a highway on which 
ordinary motor-car traffic would in the 
opinion of the Board -be especially 
dangerous. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: May 
put my Question here as to the circular 
issued by the Local Government Board ? 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: 
notice had_ better 
Question. 


I think 
be given of the 


Local Taxation Accounts: 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention has be-n 
directed to the fact that the Local Tax- 
ation Accounts issued by the Local 
xovernment Board do not show the local 
taxation receipts and experditure of the 
several parishes, boroughs, and counties 
of the kingdom; and, imasmuch as such 
information cannot be obtained from the 
accounts by any ordinary examination 
of them, will he undertake to revise the 
form of the Local Taxation Accounts so 
as to bring them more into consonance 
with their title. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: The last 
issued Local Taxation Returns relate to 
the receipts and expenditure of all the 
local authorities in England and Wales, 
some 28,000 in number. As regards 
the principal classes of authorities, the 
Returns give details of the amounts 
received and expended by each authority, 
but I am afraid it would not be practi- 
cable to show in them the amounts 
received and expended in respect of each 
of the 14,800 parishes. I am not sure, 


_ however, that I rightly understand what 
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is the precis? suggestion which the hon. 
Member wishes to make, but if he thinks 
fit to communicate fuller particulars of it 
to the Local Government Board, it will 
receive consideration. 


Motor-Car Fatalities at Easter. 

Mr. LAMBERT : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department if 
his attention has been drawn to the sacri- 
fice of human life at Easter, caused by the 
recklessness of motor-car drivers; and 
whether he will issue directions to the 
police to rigorously enforce the present 
law. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs- 
Dovctas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I do 
not know what are the cases which the 
hon. Member has in mind, but I have no 
information which would lead me to sup- 
pose that the police anywhere neglect the 
duty of enforcing the law as to motor-cars. 


Reckless Driving of Motor Cars. 
Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 924 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: Are there 
not very severe penalties which can be 
‘enforced ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : If notice is 
given of any Question I will endeavour to 
' obtain the information asked for. 


Motor-Car Traffic between Hyde Park 
Corner and Kew Bridge. 


Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment what authority regulates motor- 
car traffic between Hyde Park Corner and 
Kew Bridge; what is the maximum 
speed permitted by the regulations; and 
what steps are taken to enforce obedience 
to the regulations. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The Metro- 
politan Police control motor-car traffic 
between Hyde Park Corner and Kew 
Bridge. The maximum speed permissible 
is twenty miles an hour, as provided by 
Section 9 of the Act of 1903. The police 
take action against persons who infringe 
that section or Section 1, which prohibits 
the driving of a car to the common 

| danger. 


partment whether he will issue a Circular | 


pointing out to the magistrates that a 
fine to the owner of a motor-car is but a 
trifling deterrent, and suggesting that 
even for first offences reckless driving 
should be punished by imprisonment. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I do not 
think that Section 11 of the Act of 1903 
contemplates imprisonment for a first 
offence, though its language may be 
slightly ambiguous; but in any event I 
do not think it would be right to attempt 
to prescribe to magistrates how they 


should exercise a discretion which Parlia- | 


ment has entrusted to them. I have no 
reason to doubt that they are fully alive 
to the necessity of enforcing the law. 


Mr. LAMBERT: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider an amendment of 
the law to clear up the ambiguity of the 
Act 2 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The Act is a 
temporary one. I am always obtaining 
information which will be useful when 
any extension of the Act is required. 


Carrain DONELAN asked whether 
the existing conditions were to prevail 
until more children were murdered. 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Are we to 
understand that motor-cars may actually 
drive at twenty miles an hour between 
Hyde Park Corner and Kew Bridge ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I am pre- 
pared to make the fullest inquiry into the 
matter if the hon. Member will put a 
Question on the Paper. 





| 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: This is a 
question of speed. Are they allowed to 
go at twenty miles an hour at this 
place ¢ 


Mr. AKERS - DOUGLAS : 


miles is the maximum. 


Twenty 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge, Uni- 
versity) asked over what part of the route 
between Hyde Park Corner and Kew 
Bridge a car could be driven at twenty 
miles an hour without common danger. 
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County Council refused permission to|no desire whatever to keep back in- 
regulate the traffic at a lower speed than | formation. 


twenty miles an hour ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: That really | 


does not arise ’out of the Question, 


In | 


answer to my right hon. friend, I would | 
say that there are hours of the day and | 


night when a car can safely go ata higher | ! : 
ve eet not think that is relevant. 


speed than at other times, 


Mr. CHANNING: Are these regula- 
tions made by the Home Office ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : 


for notice of further Questions, 


I must ask 
I have 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman incorporate in 
those figures the number of accidents 
arising from horse-drawn vehicles ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No, I do 


| Police and Cyclists on the Brighton Road. 


every desire to give all the information | 
'on the Brighton Road to warn cyclists 


1 can, but I do not want to do it by way 
of chance Answers to supplementary 
(Questions, 


Carrain DONELAN: But I distinctly 
asked in my Question what authority 
regulates the motor traffic at this spot ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : 
politan Police. 


The Metro- 


Motor-Car Casualties, 


Caerain DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 


Mr. CAWLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether his attention has been 
called to a notice (in the Press) that 
a band of cyclists have been engaged 


travelling at an illegal speed of the 
presence of the police; and whether, 


‘in view of the law against illegal con- 


spiracy, he proposes to take any steps 
in the matter. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: This matter 


is entirely one for the county police, and 


| from the newspaper cuttings with which 


'the hon. Member has kindly furnished 
/me, it appears that they are quite 
prepared to deal with it. I see no 


Department whether he will grant a) 
Return showing the number and nature | 


of the casvalties caused by motor-cars 
in Great Britain and Ireland from Ist 
May, 1904, to 30th April, 1905. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I cannot 
promise to give this Return. As I have 
explained t> the hon. and gallant 
Member, I can only obtain these figures 
for the Metropolitan Police District. In 
that district most, if not all, serious 
motor-car accidents come to the notice 
of the police. In the areas of provincial 
forces many very likely do not, and 


ground for any action on my part. 


Flogging in Civil Prisons. 
Mr. TOMKINSON: I beg to ask the 


| Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 


even if the police keep records of such’ 
accidents, those records would probably | 


be incomplete. But I am willing to 


make inquiry. as to whether records of | 
accidents are kept by provincial forces, | 
and whether, if so, they are likely to be 


sufficiently accurate to make them 


worth obtaining. It will also be neces- | 


sary to inquire whether the figures could | 
be furnished by the Scottish and Irish | 
Offices. 


mert how many cases of corporal 
punishment by flogging for offences 
against discipline there have been in all 
civil prisons during the year 1904. 


AKERS-DOUGLAS: In local 
there were eighteen corporal 


In 


Mr. 
prisons 
punishments during the year 1904, 
convict prisons there were nine. 


Mr. TOMKINSON. How does that 


compare with previous years ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: It is con- 
siderably less, 


The Aliens Bill—Victims of Religious 
Persecution. 


Sirk E. DURNING - LAWRENCE 
| (Cornwall, Truro): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De- 


I am very anxious to give all partment whether the immunity under 
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the Aliens Bill granted to those aliens | 
fleeing from political persecution also_ 
covers those fleeing from religious | 
persecution. | 
Mr. AKERS -DOUGLAS: I fear I | 
cannot add anything to the Answer which | 
I gave yesterdayt to a Question from the | 
hon. Member for Mile End; which was 
that, asthe Bill is worded, this would 
depend on the facts of each individual 
case ; but that whether further definition 
is necessary is a question that can be 
discussed on the Amendments already on 
the Paper. | 


International Conference on Agriculture. 


Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
whether His Majesty’s Government or 
the Board of Agriculture will be officially | 
represented at the International Confer- 
ence on Agriculture at Rome; if so, 
whether such official representatives will 
be instructed only to watch and report 
suggestions made for international action | 
as regards agricultural questions; and 
whether, in any case, any official re- 
presentatives will be instructed not 
to commit this country to proposals in- 
volving any form of joint international | 
control over matters affecting the interest 
of British agriculturists. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tur BOARD 

AGRICULTURE (Mr. Aimwyn 
FELLowEs, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) : 
The Answer to all three Questions is in 
the affirmative. 


OF 


London Port and Docks. 

Mr. BENN: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether his 
attention has been directed to the pro- 
posed expenditure by the Belgian Govern- 
ment of some £6,000,000 to £8,000,000 
upon the improvement of the Port of 
Antwerp; and, in the event of such ex- 
perditure, what proposals he has _ to 
make to similarly improve the port and 
retain the trade of London. 


Tue {PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): I 
am afraid I can add nothing to the 


+ See Page 814. 
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Answer to the supplemental Question 
put by the hon. Member on March 
23rdf, namely, that the Government 
is not prepared to make any proposals 
this session. 


Normanton Postal Arrangements. 
Mr. PARROTT (Yorkshire, W.R., 


/Normanton): I beg to ask the Post. 


master-General if he will make, or cause 
to be made, inquiries with respect to the 
necessity for additional or improved 
postal facilities for the Common, Nor- 
manton, Yorkshire. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
Stantey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : J 
will have inquiry made on this subject. 


Telephone Agreement. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Postmaster - General 


whether, in view of the importance of a 


full inquiry into the proposed Telephone 


| Agreement, and the fact that the Com- 


mittee has not yet been appointed, he 
will take steps to suspend the clause 
making the completion of the purchase 
automatic. 


Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir. It is not 
in my power to modify the agreement 
which I have signed. 


Scotland and the Agricultural Rates Act. 
Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Lord - Advocate whether his 


| attention has been called to the fact that 


the method of distribution of the grant- 
in-aid adopted in the Agricultural Rates 
Act results in some parishes receiving 
more than sufficient to compensate them 
for the loss of assessable rental of agri- 


‘cultural land, brought about by the 


operation of the Act, while in other 
parishes the amount received falls short 
of what is required, with the result 
that the burden on non-agricultural 
ratepayers is increased; and will the 
Government take ‘steps to remedy 
the inequality. 


~ *Tur LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton.): My 


attention has been called to the facts on 


which the hon. Member’s Question is 





t See (4) Debates, cxliii., 956. 
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based. | i 
any undertaking as to the Introduction 
of amending legislation. 


Irish National Board of Education--New 
Rules. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
satisfied himself during the recess in Ire- 
jand of the opposition to the new rule 
recently issued by the National Board 
of Education; and whether he proposes 
to enforce it or to cause it to be with- 
drawn. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.): 
Rules 127 (b) and 186 were reconsidered 
by the Commissioners at their meeting 
held on Friday last. Modifications of 
the rules were proposed by one of the 
Commissioners, the Bishop of Kildare and 
Leighlin. These modifications were 
unanimously agreed to by the Board, 
and will be communicated forthwith to 
the Treasury for approval. 


The Irish Estates Commissioners. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland why the Estates Commis- 
sioners Were prevented from establishing 
1 special department for the management 
and improvemert of estates purchased by 
them, for the purchase of untenanted 
land and the reinstatement of evicted 
tepants ; and whether he will iay upon 
the Table of the House the correspondence 
between the Estates Commissioners and 
the Treasury which resulted in the issue 
of instructions to the Commissioners to 
confine their inquiries to estates before 
them for sale, and to Plan of Campaign 
estates or to other estates similarly 
situated when evictions were not due to 
ordinary causes but to the land war. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
Commissioners have no power to es‘ablish 
a separate department, properly so-called, 
for the performance of this or any other 
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1904. There was no correspondetce on 
the subject between the Estates Com- 


/missioners and the Treasury, but com- 


munications in writing took place be- 
tween the Irish Executive and the 


| Estates Commissioners in reference to the 


| Ireland 


The Estates | 


work, nor did they ever seek to establish | 


such a department. 
power to assign certain portions of their 
work to specified members of their staff, 
and this they have done with the sanction 
of the Treasury, given on the 23rd June, 


VOL, CXLV, [Fourts Sertzs.] 


Sut thev have) 


matter. These were Departmental con- 
fidential communications, which I mu-t 
decline to produce, 


Reinstatement of Evicted Tenants in 
Treland. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that the promises in 
reference to the reinstatement of evicted 
tenants in Ireland, made by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover 
during the deba‘e on the Land Act of 
1903, have not been redeemed, only 137 
evicted tenants having been restored up 
to December 51st, 1904, out of 4,275 who 
applied; whether the Irish Government 
propose to take any, and, if so, wha‘ 
steps to expedite the work of restoration, 


oO 


Mi. WALTER LONG: Section 2 
provides that, on the sale of an estate, 
advances may be made for the purcha:e 
of parcels of land for the purpose, 
amongst others, of providing farms fo~ 
evicted tenants. My right hon. friend 
the Member for Dover stated that the 
reinstatement of evicted tenants was 
ancillary to the sale of estates. This I 
am advised is the correct view; and as 
sales proceed the matter will be dealt 


with. It is not intended to introduce 
legislation. 
Mr. DILLON: Is the right hon. 


Gentleman not aware that the right hon. 
Member for Dover gave a distinct pledge 
that the work of reinstatement would 
be carried on quite independently / 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have 
amined very carefully the various state- 
ments made by my right hon. friend, 
and I find that the statement I make is 
accurate —namely, that the primary 
object of the Act of 1905 is the transfer 
of land from the owner to the occupier, 
but that, ancillary to that, every eifort 


ex- 


' would be mate to reinstate the evicted 


tenants. 


2 I 
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Mr. DILLON: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman’s attention been drawn to a 
letter from the Estates Commissioners to 
himself undertaking to institute pro- 
ceedings in ccrtain districts for the 
reinstatement of evicted tenants without 
regard to the sale of estates ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am _ not 
quite sure I have seen that letter, But 
1 repeat it cannot be doubted that the 
question of the reinstatement of evicted 
tenants was to be regarded as ancillary 
to the primary object of the Bill—the 
transfer of land from the owner to the 
occupier. 


Instructions of the Estates Commis- 

sioners to their Inspectors. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland why the instructions issued by 
the Estates Commissioners to their 
inspectors, in February, 1904, should be 
treated as confidential any more than 
those which have been communicated to 
the House ; who is responsible for draft- 
ing the instructions to the inspectors of 
the Estates Commissioners issued in 
February, 1905; and did the Estates Com- 
missioners approve of the alterations 
made by the instructions of February, 
1905, as compared with the instructions 
of February, 1904. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg further to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland by whose au- 
thority the instructions given to the 
inspectors of the Estates Commissioners 
in February, 1904, to regard the pro- 
visional agreements made between land- 
lords and tenants on estates offered to 


the Commissioners as only one of the: 


means by which the prices which the 
tenants would be willing to pay could be 
ascertained, were altered into an instruc- 
tion that these provisional agreements 
were to be taken as conclusive evidence 
of the tenant’s willingness to buy at the 
prices mentioned therein ; and were the 
Commissioners assenting parties to this 
alteration. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The first in- 
structions were framed when the Act 
had only been in operation u short time, 
and were merely provisional, tentative, 
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and informal. The instructions of 1905, 
which were based on the experience that 
had been gained, were drafted by the 
Estates Commissioners and submitted to 
the Lord-Lieutenant for revision. JT 
have no information upon the last point 
raised in the Question, and, even ifI had, 
as the Commissioners are under the general 
control of the Lord-Lieutenant in respect 
of these administrative matters, I do not 
think T could enter into the question as 
to whether they approved of the action 
of the Lord-Lieutenant. 


Questions. 


Mr. DILLON: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered the point 
of the Question. why the instructions 
issued in 1904 under which the Act was 
worked fora whole year should be treated 
as confident‘al while those issued in 1905 
have been laid on the Table ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: [have answered 
the Question to the best of my ability. 
The original instructions were in the 
nature of confidential communications 
passing from one branch to another. 


Mr. DILLON: The right hon. Gentle- 
man entirely misapprehends the Question. 
These cou!d not be in the nature of con- 
fidential communications. ‘They are the 
instructions issued in February, 1504, 
under which the Act was worked fora 
whole year. [MINISTERIAL cries of 
“Order!” ] It is necessary for me to 
explain the Question at length. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: If every 
hon. Member explained his Question the 
time allotted for Questions would soon 
be exhausted. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: If the hon. 
Member is not satisfied perhaps he will 
put another Question down. 


Mr. DILLON: I will put the same 
Question down again, 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Can the right 
hon Gentleman say why, having put on 
the Table the instructions to inspectors 
which have been in operation during the 
last few months, he refuses to give those 
under which the Act was worked for 
more than a year ? 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: I have already | 


Questions. 


answered that Question. 
original! instructions were of a Depart- 
mental character and should be treated 
as confidential. 


Mr. DILLON: T still adhere to my | 


statement that the right hon. Gentleman 
has not answered my Question. 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland who was responsible for the 
interpretation of the law now acted upon 
in regard to inquiries of inspectors in 
relation to the equity of the price under 
Section 5 of The Irish Land Act, 1903; 
and why were the instructions to 


inspectorsissued in February, 1904, altered | 
in this respect while the whole question | 


of the interpretation of this section had 


been referred to the Judicial Com- 
missioner for a decision. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The Estates 


Commissioners are in the first instance 
responsible for the interpretation of any 
section of the Act affecting any case 
coming before them, with this qualifica- 
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it has been done by the Lord-Lieutenant 
or whether it has been done by the Law 
Officers of the Crown, and why they did 
not await Mr. Justice Meredith’s decision 
on that point ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is really very 
difficult to answer a Question of this kind, 
because the hon. Gentleman knows per- 
fectly well that he is putting a question 
of a strictly legal! character and extremely 
_ technical, and one which I say with great 
respect might have been put on the 
Paper, and not asked in this way. Mv 
Answer, however, is this: In the original 
instructions t» the inspectors, as I 
understand the situation, the Estates 
Commissioners acted on their own re- 
sponsibility. They required guidance. 
They are under a double responsibility— 
the first isto refer questions to their legal 

adviser, the second is to act under the 
| direction of the Lord-Lieutenant. It 
was held that their views in one aspect 
| of the question [Mr. T. W. Russexi: Held 
| by whom ?]—held by the Executive— that 
their views were not a correct interpreta- 
| tion of the law. If that view is wrong it 
is quite obvious that it should be rectified. 


tion, that they are bound, if requested by | 


any person interested, to refer any ques- | 


tion of law to the decision of the Judicial 
Commissioner, and may, of their own 


motion, do so if they desire his guidance. | 


They have, I understand, availed them- 
selves of this latter power, and have 
referred the interpretation of this section 
to Mr. Justice Meredith. The matter 
now awaits his decision. 


Mr. DILLON: Why is it that the 
matter has not been allowed to await 
the decision of the Judge, but that in the 
new regulations now laid upon the Table 
of the House it is prejudged by the 
Executive 2 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Why during | 


twelve months of the working of this Act 
were the inspectors instructed by the 
Estates Commissioners to take all the 
ejuities under Section 5 into account ; 
why in a new instruction have they 
been instructed not to consider the equity 


atecting the tenant but only the equity | 


aifecting the remainder-man and the en 
cumbrancers, I want to know upon 
whose advice that has been done, whether 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Well, now I 
ask the Attorney-General whether he did 
|not state in this House that the Law 
Officers of the Crown had given no 
opinion and no advice to the Estates 
Commissioners on this or on any other 
question, 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER pointed 
out that the hon. Member was not in 
order in referring back to previous 
replies. 


The Estates Commissioners and the 

ord-Lieutenaat. 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
j called to the allusion in the Report of 
|the Estates Commissioners to the in- 
| structions received from time to time 
from the Lord-Lieutenant, and to the 
statement that their proceedings have to 
a large extent been controlled by these 
| instructions; and whether, in view of 
|this statement, he will communicate 
| these instructions to the House. 


212 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: This Question 
has already been arswered. 
regulations as are mentioned in Section 23, 
Sub-section 8, have ever been framed. 
My right hon. friend the Member for 
Dover evidently thought it premature to 
do so until some experienve had been 
gained. He stated, however, in 
Answer given in the House, that com- 
munications of a Departmental and con- 
fidential character had passed between 
him and the Commissioners. Formal 
regulations are now being framed, and I 
»ropo.e, as promised, to lay them on the 
Table of the House immediately after 
certain questions now pending before Mr. 
Justice Meredith have been decided. 


Mr. DILLON asked why the com- 
munications which cortrol’ed the 
Estates Commissioners in many respecis 
i1 administering the Act during the 
last eighteen months would not be 
communicated to the House. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Well, I think 
‘hey were informal. It seems to me to 
be the most convenient time, both for 
the hon. Gentleman and for those 
who have to defend the Executive, to 
discuss them when they are before the 
House. 


Afforestry in Ireland. 

Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether it is proposed 
to take any steps with a view to pre- 
serve the few woods and plantations 
still left standing in Ireland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am making 


inquiry into this matter, and would, 


ask the hon. Member to defer the 


Question for a few days. 
y 


Irish Poor Law Surgical Contracts. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
grounds on which the Local Government 
Board refused to sanction the acceptance 
by several Poor Law Boards in the West of 
Ireland of the tenders for the supply of 
surgical appliances of Messrs. Adamson 
and Co., Ballina, seeing that this firm had 
already been in the past contractors for 
similar goods to several of these unions, 
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;and carried out their contracts in every 
No such | 


case with satisfaction; and if he will 
state why, having excluded  Messis. 
Adamson’s tenders in several western 
unions, the Local Government Board has 
sanctioned their tender in the Ballina 
Union. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board 
refused, in the first instance. to recognise 
this firm as qualified to contract for a 
number of unions because it did not com- 
ply with the requirements of the regula- 
tions. The firm subsequently undertook 
to comply with the regulations, anl the 
Board have allowed it to contract for a 
nroportion of the unions referre.| to, in- 
cluding Ballina. The Board were unable, 
however, to allow the firm to contract for 
the remaining unions for which it ten- 
dered, as they were satisfied it could not 
adequately perform the contracts. 


Clogher Valley Postal Arrangements. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General whether his 
attention has been called by resolutions 
passed by district councils and by other 
means to the want of postal facilities 
in the Clogher Valley district, county 
Tyrone ; whether it would be possible to 
arrange for a supplementary mail by 
Greenore and Holvhead, and thus give 
traders the opportunity of answering 
letters on the day of receipt thereof. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am making in- 
quiries with regard to increased postal 
facilities in the Clogher Valley district, 
and hope to communicate the result of 
these inquiries to the hon. Member 
within the course of the next few days. 


Ballina Post Office Medical Officer. 

Mr. O’KELLY: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General if he will state whether 
any decision has yet been come to in 
connection with the appointment of a 
medical officer to the staff of the Ballina 
Post Office, county Mavo; and, if a 
decision has been come to and it is pro- 
posed to attach a medical officer to the 
staff in that office, when an appointment 
is likely to be made. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have the matter 


under consideration, and I hope to make 


an appointment very soon. 

















937 Adjournment. 


Vacant Lordship of the Treasury. 

Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether there is a 
vacancy in the Junior Lordship of the 
Treasury ; and. if so, can he state what is 
the cause of the delay in filling up the 
appointment. - Pa a 

Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or roe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Baurour. Manchester, E): The matter 
is under consideration. 


The Vote of Censure Debate. 

Mr. DILLON asked whether the Prime 
Minister was aware that an understand- 
ing prevailed to the effect that the vote of 
censure debate should not be taken before 
Tuesday. It would be very inconvenient 
to many Irish Members if it were taken 
before that day. The Leader of the Irish 
Party had not been communicated with 
on the subject, and had left the House 
under the impression that it would not be 
taken before Tuesday. Would the right 
hon. Member for Dover be present on 
Monday or Tuesday, and, if not, would 
the Prime Minister consider the desirable- 
ness of postponing the debate until the 
‘ate Chief Secretaryzcould be present ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am _ not 
aware of any understanding as to this 
debate. My right hon. friend near me 
(Sir A, Acland-Hood) informs me that, 
while he has no definite recollection of 
any explicit engagement, it is possible 
that from something which had fallen 
from him the impression had been 
gathered that Tuesday was the day 
when the debate would take place. 


GMe. j PATRICK ;{ O'BRIEN : 7 The 
arrangement was that the debate should 
not be taken before Tuesday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In these eir- 
cumstances [ shall certainly not rigidly 
adhere to the arrangement which has 
been indicated to the House. If it is 
agreeable to the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite I will substitute Tuesday for 
Monday. In that case I shall take the 
Second Reading of the Scottish Education 
Bill on Monday and the vote of censure 
on Tuesday. I have every reason to 


14 May 1905} 


Adjournment. 938 


hope that the late Chief Secretary will 
be in his place on Tuesday, as I have 
already said that my right hon. friend 
would be here on Monday. I have no 
reason to doubt that. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I have no objection 
either to Monday or Tuesday. I under- 
stand from my right hon. friends near 
me that the impression is confirmed of 
an Understanding more or less precise 
that the debate would not be taken until 
Tuesday. 


The East Ham Education Difficulty. 

Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham 
N.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is now in a position 
to state what policy he proposes to 
adopt with respect to the refusal of the 
East Ham Council to administer the 
Education Act, 1902, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I recognise 
the importance of the question to which 
my hon. friend refers, but { do not think 
that it is possible for me to deal with it 
satisfactorily by Question and Answer 
across the floor of the House. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. ERNEST GRAY, Member for West 
Ham (North Division), rose in bis place, 
and asked leave to move the Adjourn- 
ment of the House for the purpose of 
discussing a definite matter of urgent 
public importance, viz., ‘“‘ The refusal of 
the Council of the Borough of East Ham 
to administer the Education Act, 1902, 
as from the 31st instant, the prospect of 
other local authorities adopting at once 
a similar decision, and the policy of the 
Government in respect thereto;” but 
the pleasure of the House not having been 
signified, Mr. Derury-Sreaker called 
on those Members who supported the 
Motion to rise in their places, and not 
less than forty Members having accord- 
ingly risen. 


The Motion stood over, under Standing 
Order No. 10, until the Evening Sitting, 
this day. 
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! STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S 
PANEL). 

Mr. Jonxn Epwarp E tts reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel; That they 
had appointed Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice 
to act as Chairman of the Standing 
Committee for the consideration of Bills 
relating to Trade (including Agriculture 
and Fishing), Shipping, and Manu- 
factures, in the place of Mr. John Edward 
Ellis. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 


RESIDENT MAGISTRATES (BELFAST) 
BILL. 

“To make provision for the appoint- 
ment and remuneration of Resident 
Magistrates in Belfast,” presented by Mr. 
Wolif; supported by Sir James Haslett, 
Mr. Sloan, Mr. Charles Craig, and Mr. 
T. L. Corbett; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 200.] 


WINTER ASSIZES (IRELAND) BILL. 

“To extend the jurisdiction of Winter 
Assizes in Ireland,” presented by Mr. 
Wolff; supported by Sir James Haslett, 
Mr. Sloan, Mr. Charles Craig, and Mr. 
Thomas Corbett; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 201.] 


SUPPLY [5rn Attorren Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Jerrrnys (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair. } 


GIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
Crass I. 

1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£31,700, be granted to His. Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment duripg the year ending on the 
3dlst day of March, 1906, for the Houses 
of Parliament Buildings.” 
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Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said he 


wished to call attention to the miserable 
social accommodation provided for Mem- 
bers of the House, They often heard ‘t 
said that the House was one of the bes: 
clubs in the world. He had not very 
much experience of clubs, but he wa; 
inclined to think it was one of the worst, 
and that there was not a third-rate clu} 
in London with so large a membership 
which would be able to keep its doors 
open if it provided such poor a:commo- 
dation as Members of Parliament had t> 
put up with. The Committee must 
remember the large number of Members 
who were compelled to be in atteadance 
for long hours. It was net like an 
ordinary club where Members ran in for 
an hour or two, but there they had to stay 
very often for eight or ten hours con- 
secutively, and under thos* circumstances 
he submitted that the accomm datioi se* 
apart for them was an absolute scandal. 
Take the case of the realing-room. — It 
was absurd to call ita room at all. It 
was merely a passage, ani those who 
used it had to choose between being 
scorched by a fire or frozen Sy cold winds. 
There was only sitting accommo ation 
forabout twenty Members in 't. Perhaps 
it was thought they ovght not to be 
encouraged to read the 
although one would have supposed it was 
their duty todoso, At any rate many 
were very fond of going to that place to 
read the reports of their own speeches, 
with the resul: that they were often in a 
state of semi-asphyxiation, they were 
suffocated by the bad atmo-phere, while 
those who sat near the window were sub- 
jected to cold draughts and iad the 
additional disadvantage of having their 
feet continually kicked bv passers-by. 
And this was the place where Members 
“f the House of Commons were supposed 
to study that great guide of public 
opinion, the Press. It was really most 
unreasonable that things siould remain 
inthis condition, and it was quite time 
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newspa } ers, 


something wasdone to remedy it. Then 
there was the smoking-room. The 


windows of that room looked into a back- 
yard, and the place was more of a play- 
room than a smoking-room. He was 
very fond of smoking hiniseif, but he was 
bound to confess it was a most uncomfort- 


able room, and one could not sit down 
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there calmly and quietly, smoke a pipe, 
and read a book as one would I'ke to. 


It might be said that all this was inevit- 
able because of the Gothic character of the 
building, but he could not admit that. 
Some years ago there was a change in the 
personnel of the House, and one of 
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the official residences was surrendered. | 
He then appealed to the First Com- | 


missioner of Works for more accommo- 
dation for Members, and although it was 


admitted that the existing accommoda- | 
tion was quite inadequate, he got nothing | 


but that sympathy which buttered no 
parsnips. 
but nothing was done, and when extra 
rooms were acquired they were given up 
to Members whom he need not name. 
It was obvious, in the first place. that 
the tea-room should be enlarged, and he 
thought that the passage, miscalled the 


Improvements were promised, | 
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something were done to bring the accom- 
modation of the House up to the level 
of decent modern requirements there 
would be a deterioration in the character 
of the Members. The discontent was 
very widespread. The occupants of the 
Front Benches had comfortable rooms !n 
which they could luxuriate, but the 
ordinary Member had a wretched time, 
not knowing what to do or where to go. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“®onat Item A (New Works, Altera: 
tions, and Additions) be reduced by 
£100.”—(Mr. Harwood.) 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said he 
also had given notice of a Motion to 


| reducethe Vote, because he wanted once 
| again to discuss the question of the vent:- 


reading-room, might with advantage be | 


thrown into the tea-room. Then they 
wanted a reading-room—a decent room 


club; and he thought they had a right 
to ask for one looking out on to the 
ferrace, one with a light and cheerful 
ispect, where they need not be either 
erilled by the fire, frozen by the wind, 
or have their feet kicked by passers-by. 
it might be said that he was asking for 
luxuries, but it was time that Members 
stood up for themselves. The habits of 
the House had changed since the davs of 
Pitt, and Members now stopped longer 
in and about the House. There was 
good speaking in those days; but now 
hon. Members were compelled either to 
listen to speaking that was not good or 
to wander about the desolate precincts 
of the Chamber without a place to rest 
the soles of their feet. 
were anxious to have a good attendance 
of their supporters; but how could they 
expect diligence in such miserable con- 
ditions? There were limits to the calls 


lation and sanitation of the House of 
Commons. Many hon. Members might 
think it faddism on his part to raise this 
question vear after year, and he would 


; | therefore like to point out that on this 
which would not disgrace a second-rate | 


occasion his criticisms would be founded 
upon the recent report of Dr. Gordon, an 


P Ne : : 
/eminent sanitarian, who had examined 


|a considerable extent with 


Che Government | 


that could be made on a man’s patriot- | 


ism. If the Government wished their 


followers to attend properly they should | 
see that decent provision was made for | 


the moderate comforts of gentlemen. 


Membership of the House was like mar- | 


according to the definition of | with this question, he would like to point 


rlage 


| 


Socrates—a condition which every one | 


outside wantel to be in and every one 
inside wanted to be out of. Unless 


| into the sanitation and ventilation of the 


House of Commons Chamber. He would 
like first, however, to associate himself to 
the remarks 
which had fallen from the hon. Member 
opposite with regard to the inadequa:y 
of the accommodation provided for 
Members, and he would suggest to the 
noble Lord the Member for Choriey, 
the desirability of placing ventilating fans 
in the dining-rooms. They were now in 
common us: in many Clubs and hotels 
and they certainly added to the comiort 
of the users of the rooms. But his main 
obje-t in rising was to deal with the 
insanitary condition of the Chamber itself. 


He admitted that there had been an 
enormous improvement in that matter in 
the last few years. The ordinary cleans- 
ing of the House was now carried on in a 
thorough and systematic manner, and, 
While he would take that opportunity of 
expressing to the hon. Member for Chorley 
his gratitude for the able and enthusi- 
astic manner in which he had grappled 


out that there were still two or three 
ratical defects. There was, for instance, 
a very unequal distribution of air in the 
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Chamber, and the system of forcing the 
a'r up through the floor was, in his 
opinion, radically wrong, for it caused 
strong draughts at places and subjected 
the Members to very great discomfort. 
Again, also on the authority of Dr. 
Gordon, the air was altogether too 
dry, and, whereas the proper amount 
of humidity in an inhabited room 
was from 73 to 75 degrees, in the House 
of Commons it was only 63 degrees. The 
system of heating it was absolutely 
wrong. The air was desiccated by steam- 
pipes and acertain amount of humidity 
was forced into it by artificial means. In 
ordinary mansions it was usual to heat 
the air by hot-water pipes which ex- 
tracted from it less humidity and allowed 
it to pass into the room in very much its 
natural state. But steam-pipes were in 
vogue in that House, and he had been 
surprised to learn that there was one in 


the cotton-wool filter under the Speaker’s ' 


Chair, which must add very consider- 
ably to the discomfort of Mr. Speaker 
during the long debates that went on in 
the House. Then the occupants of the 
Treasury Bench were subjected to a steam- 
heatedatmosphere to an excessive degree ; 
indeed on the Ministerial side of the 
House the Meinbers were in a worse 
position than those on the Opposition 
Benches in this respect, and he hoped 
hon. Members opposite would bear that 
fact in mind whenever there might be 
any slight and unusual ebullition of 
temper on their part. There were also 
steam pipes unprotected in other parts 
of the House. 

It was quite clear that the system of 
ventilation was still in a state of evolution. 
He was somewhat in favour of the 
downward system of ventilation, In one 
of the parishes of the constituency 
which he had the honour to  repre- 
sent, they had a population which was 
growing more rapidly than that of any 
other part of Scotland, and he was glad 
to know that the municipal and school 
authorities had risen to the occasion 
and with great public spirit and much 
liberality had fitted some of their 
public buildings with improved ventila- 
ting apparatus. The Town Hall at Clyde 
Bank had been fitted with overhead 
ventilators at a cost of £3,000 and one of 
the schools had also been treated in the 
same way, and he had been in both 


Mr. Wyle. 
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buildings at periods when they were filled 
by members of the artisan class, and he 
had found that in each case the ventila- 
tion was far superior to that of the 
House of Commons. He heartily con- 
curred with Dr. Gordon that some better 
system of ventilation should be provided 
for that Chamber, and, although he was 
aware that a Committee which had 
investigated the subject had reported 
against the overhead system, he did 
think the matter was one well worth re- 
consideration in the light of modern im-. 
provements, 


Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
said he also desired to make a complaint 
in connection with the question of the 
amenities of the House. He had 
brought the matter before the noble Lord 
on several occasions, and had received a 
promise that it should be dealt with. but 
nothing had been done, and it seemed as 
if those in authority were flouted by 
their subordinates. The point was a very 
simple one. Many Members entered the 
House by a door which led along the 
main entrance. But a large proportion 
happened to have their hat pegs at the 
other extremity of the quadrangle, and 
found it more convenient therefore to 
enter through Westminster Hall. Now, 
there was a door leading down some 
steps which adjoined the doer lead- 
ing into the crypt, and his  sug- 
gestion was that that door should be 
converted into a swing door. It could 
easily be accomplished and would get 
rid of a great source of inconvenience, 
because Members who took their friends 
down to the crypt had to be very careful 
lest they were startled by a violent bang 
caused by the sudden opening of the 
door. Besides, those who happened to 
be in the cloak-room were subjected 
to violent draughts at the same time. 
He kad been told that the alteration 
would be made during the Easter recess. 
then the Whitsuntide recess, and then 
in the autumn, but it had never been 
done. He should like to know why. 
Half the time of the constable, whose 
duty it was to attend to Members, was 
spent in closing that door after Members 
had entered or left. He believed the 
alteration was not made because some 
subordinate official objected to it. He 
meant, however, that it should be done, 
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and he asked the noble Lord for some 
explanation why it bad not been 
executed, 

Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said he thought the time was 


approaching when the principal arrange- 
ments for the ventilation of the House 
should be made so as not to injure the 
health of hon. Members who were getting 
past their best. The ventilation was con- 
ducted in a most uncertain and un- 
pleasant manner, The other night, when 
the temperature fell very much, the 
electric fans were kept running the 
whole night and the discomfort was 
very great. Then the windows for 
years past had been covered at night 
with thick curtains, preventing the air 
coming through the panes of glass ina 
iatural way, and the result was that the 
atmosphere of the House of Commons 
hecame extremely oppressive. He could 
not conceive why that should be done. 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R. Keigh- 
lev) said he wished to complain of the 
insuflident accommodation in the post 
ofice within the building. The number 
of letters received by Members, not only 
iromtheir constituents, but from enterpris- 
ing tradesmen, was rapidly increasing. A 
time ago the number of letters 
recelved was 2,890; yesterday it 
reached 5,000, and to-morrow it would, 
in all probability, be 6,000. The officials 
did their very best; they were exceed- 
ingly obliging and courteous; but there 
were times when Members could not get 
to the window of the post office to make 
inquiries. Some improvement would 
have to be made. Over the post office 
there was a room now vacant which 
might be utilised ; or the steps which led 
Members from auother part of the House 
might be removed and the space made 
available for additional accommodation. 
Then why should not each Member be 
provided with a small locker or pigeon- 
hole for his letters, with his own name 
upon it, as he had seen in other Legisla- 
tive Chambers abroad? He knew that 
the Post Office officials were anxious that 
something should be done to improve 
the accommodation, and he hoped that 
the First Commissioner of Works would 
pay attention to this matter. 


short 
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SirnGEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, N.) 
said that whenever this subject of the 
ventilation of the House came up there 
were complaints that it was defective. 
He himself could not complain, and it 
seemed to him that theChamber was very 
well ventilated. Some said that it was too 
hot, and some that it was to» cold. It 
largely depended on the age of hon. Mem- 
bers. What he complained of was that 
they were getting more and more luxurious 
and wanted more money spent on these 
luxuries. He had no objection to these 
luxuries in themselves, but he drew at- 
tention to the cost. Session after session 
there were complaints, especially from the 
opposite side of the House, about the 
continual growth of the Civil Service Esti- 
mates, and yet here, on Class I. of these 
Estimates, Members were clamouring for 
more expenditure. He had looked into this 
matter in the library and found that ten 
years ago the expenditure on the fabric 
of the House was £37,000 and it was now 
£47,000, or an increase of 30 per cent. If 
a similar increase were made over the 
whole Civil Service Estimates it would 
mean an increase of £3,000,000. In the 
previous ten years the expenditure on the 
maintenance of the Houses of Parliament 
was £32,000 and now it was £47,000. 
When the country was crying out tha‘ 
the Government was spending too much, 
the House should show an example of a 
little economy in the matter of their own 
accommodation. Upon the Houses ot 
Parliament buildings the expenditure this 
year was returned at £3,800 as agains‘ 
£800 ten years ago and £400 
twenty years ago. Then the present 
year’s expenditure on Warming and 
ventilation was shown at £27,000 where- 
as the figures ten years ago were £15,000 
and twenty years ago £13,000. Those 
tigures showed that the expenditure upon 
the Houses of Parliament had been 
doubled in the last twenty years. He was 
not averse to comfort and luxury, and he 
acknowledged that the tea and read- 
ing-rooms were not everything that 
could be desired, but inasmuch as 
the expenditure of the country was 
increasing by leaps and bounds, he felt 
it his duty to protest emphatically 
that if hon. Members meant what 
they uttered about extravagance they 
should, instead of advocating further 
extravagance in these matters, economise 
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Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said the hon. 
Member had given the House a lecture 
on economy, but he surely could best 
scrve the ends of economy by voting 
against national extravagance. He 
(Mr. Emmott) supported the hon. 
Member for Bolton in regard to the 
better accommodation required in the 
tea and smoking-rooms, and he demurred 
to the giving up of rooms to a particular 
Member or official when they would be 
of service to the general body of Mem- 
bers. The circumstances of the case 
were somewhat new. The Whips of the 
Government were now nervous regarding 
their majority, and lately there had been, 
on that account, more overcrowding than 
at any time during the five or six years 
he had been in the House. The position 


might not be improved in the next | 


Government, because if the Liberals were 
returned with a large majority it would 
mean a body of hon. Gentlemen earnest in 
their work, and they would be unable to 
find a writing table at which to sit. This 
was not a matter of minor consideration, 
but had to do with the health of Members 
and with enabling them to conduct their 
work with efficiency. 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) 


called attention to the inconvenience 
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system of ventilation was entirely out of 
date and was most unhealthy. Thousands 
of pounds had been spent by hospitals 
upon similar systems of ventilation, but 
resource had eventuaily to be had to the 
open-window school. With more open 
windows hon. Members would be better 
both in health and temper than they were 
under the obsolete system of forcing 
the air into the House through a subter- 
ranean chamber with its bacteriological 
surroundings. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
agreed with the last speaker as to the 
desirability of having more fresh air in 
the House, and thought good service 
would be done if the roble Lord would 
walk round the galleries of the House, 
break every window, and leave them 
broken. He entirely agreed with thie 


'views of the hon. Member for North 


Islington to the impropriety — 


as 


/not to say indecency—of this House, 





|which was pledged to economy, dis- 


cussing the Civil Service Estimates 
by proposals to increase them. This 
increase of luxuries was a inodern inno- 
vation. It was often stated that speeches 
were better in olden times than now. 
That was possibly due to the fact that a 
larger number of speeches was now mad 


ae 


/by the occupants of the bench below 


| e 
| him. 


In the time of Pitt, when the 


| speeches were good, the accommo ation 


suffered by hon. Members in the lobbies | 


whilst waiting to take part in a division, | 
and asked that some ‘mprovement should | 
| dining accommodation. 


be made in respect of the closing of the 
outer and inner doors. 


SEELY (Isle of Wight) 
doubted whether the hon. Member for 
North Islington was justified in his 
appeal to the House to study economy 
upon this expenditure, seeing that 
there had been a_ positive decrease 
in this year’s Estimate for new 
works, alterations, and additions. He 
would suggest that the hon. Member 
should preach and practise economy in 
matters where a million of money might 
be saved, and should support the Opposi- 
tion when they voted in favour of real 
economies, Personally he would like to 
ask for a little more fresh airin the House. 
They never had an open window except 


MAJor 





Ministers had 
beautifully up- 
was there any 
In those days 
there was no accommodation. Members 
had to go to Bellamy’s chophouse. The 
last words of Pitt were not ‘* Oh, my 
country,” but “TI think Icould eat one of 
Bellamy’s meat ples.” This House was 
satisfied with a little dirty, unventilated 
chophouse in the days of the speeches. 
The worse the accommodation the better 
the speeches. A great deal of the luxury 
had gone where it should not have gone; 
it bad gone not to the independent 
Members of the House but to the thirty- 
six Gentlemen who, with great honour 
to themselves and no doubt with great 
advantage to the country, sat on 
the Front Bench, and who, he hoped, 
it was not an offence to call by 
the ancient and honourable name ol 


of the House was bad. 
no private rooms with 
holstered furniture, nor 


on hot summer days. ‘The present | placemen. In the first place they had 


Sir George Bartley. 
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their offices, in which they ought to 
do their work, and tin the second place 


they had the Front Bench. When not | 


in their offices they ought to be on the 
Front Bench, and to give them these 


apartments was only to tempt them to | 


be not in their offices, or on the Front 


Bench, but reclining in those gorgeous | 


saloons. The result of all this was 
disastrous; the more accommodation 
provided the less the Ministers were 
seen in the House. 
fact, they only saw two heroic survivors 
on the burning wreck—the Secretary to 
the Treasurv and the noble Lord who 
looked after the ventilation of this House. 
But the reason of that was that they 
had no rooms in which to recline. 


Ii the House really desired to increase 
the attendance of Members. it should 
secure the attendance of Ministers, b2- 





cause, after all, Ministers were magnets 
and where they were their followers would 
be, and when Ministers were not in this 
Hou-e their followers went into the tea- 
rooin, the readiag-room, the smoking- 
room, and other parts of the House. 
That Chamber, and that Chamber alone, 
was where a Menber ought to be when 
the House was sitting, and if he could 
not listen to other Members speaking, 
then let him make a speech himself. He 
conceived that the House was born for 
the purpose of discussing the affairs of 
the country, and it was not, therefore, any 
part of its purpose to be a dining place, 
a species of restaurant, or a club. He 
had heard it was considered the finest 
club in London, but it was not a ciub 
and was never intended to be. The only 
part of the building that should be made 
comfortable for Members was that 
Cha ber. Everything outside should be 
made as; uncomfortable as possible, so 
that Members should be driven into the 
Chamber, because it was there that the 
work was done. If the House were 
better equipped with subjects of great in- 
terest to the country and to hon. Members 
tiere would be no necessity for these 
places outsde. They ought not t» be 
continually adding t» the temptations 
which these places offered to Members to 
nevlect their duty to the Chamber itself. 
Although this was put forward in the form 
of a reduction, what was really intended 
Was extra expense. If a reduction were 
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| really intended, and they could get rid of 
some of these items such as the £1,500 for 
increased ventilation, which could be 
effected as he had before said by breaking 
| the windows, he would have voted for it, 
but he could not vote for a reduction 
| which was really intended to bring about 
an increased expenditure. There was too 
much Inxury, too much reading, smoking, 
'and chess. The place for Members was 
in the House, and the place for Ministers 
was on the Treasury Bench, and it was 
to his great regret that he saw both 
| Ministers and Members fail in their duty. 


*CotonEL WELBY (Taunton) com- 
plained of the way in which hon. Mem- 
| bers monopolised seats in the librar.es of 
'the House by turning up chairs against 
the tables and keeping them in that posi- 
tion sometimes for the entire sitting of 
the House. 


THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN pointed 
out that the hon. Member would not be 
in order in discussing that subject on this 
occasion, 


*COLONEL WELBY said he would not 
pursue it. With regard to what hal been 
said as to the want of accommodation, 
he desired to call attention to the fact 
that one library, the Speaker’s library. 
was not used. That library contained a 
large number of books which were 
catalogued for the use of Members, but 
the room itself was not in the use of 
Members. It had been suggested by the 
mover of the reduction that the news- 
paper room should be added to the tea- 
room, but he himself would suggest that 
both the tea and the newspaper rooms 
should be used as reading-rooms and the 
library to which he had referred should 
be turned intoa tea room. It was a 
spacious roo; and a good deal would be 
added to the accommodation of the 
Members if his suggestion was acted 
upon. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) asked the 
noble Lord to make a statement with re- 
gard to the present recommendations for 
the ventilation of the House. He pointed 
out that he himself was a member of a 
Committee which sat to consider this 
question three years ago. It was a 








951 Civil Services and Revenue 


question which could not be solved, as 
was suggested by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn, by the breaking of windows. 
It was anextremely difficult question and 
one which was of vital importance to 
the life and health of Members of the 
House. That Committee reported in 
due course, and it was with amaze- 
ment that he saw distributed with 
the Papers another Report, drawn 
up by an outsider, which in many 
most important particulars upset 
the Report of the Committee. He 
had no quarrel with that Report, because 
he agreed with some of the conclusions of 
the expert who had drawn it up. What 
he wished to know was by whose 
authority the expert was called in to 
report, and whether the money which 
was now to be spent was to be expended 
on the recommendation of the Report of 
the Committee or the Report of the 
expert. As had been pointed out 
the air now came into the Chamber 
through the floor and from under the 
seats. Nothing could convince him that 
air coming in in that way could be pure, 
having regard to the fact that it came up 
through the flcor over which hon. 
Members wa'ked and thus into contact 
with the dirt which hon, Members 
brought into the House on their boots. 
The Conimittee reported, on the whole, in 
favour of the present system, but the 


expert Report condemned it and 
called for certain changes. Asto the 


introduction of a'r from under the seats, 
a more uncomfortable method of venti- 
lation never entered the mind of man. 
Air of a temperature comfortable to sit 
in was extremely dangerous when it came 
in a violent current on one portion of the 
body, and it was doubly dangerous on 
the feet and legs. He believed it to be 
the source of many of the colds, head- 
aches, and the du!l oppressed feeling of 
which hon. Members frequently complain, 


It was a most a surd and hardly 
sincere advocacy of economy to talk 
about the expense involved. Members 
were entitled to ask that the conditions 
under which they worked should be 
decently wholesome. He did not know 
when e hon. Members got their ideas of 
luxury, he could see no luxury in the 
House. A more uncomfortable p'ace he 
was never in. None of them wanted 


Mr. Dillon, 
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luxuries, but they were entitled to such 
conditions as would enable them to. 
discharge their arduous duties without 
unnecessary strain upon their health, 
The question was really a most com- 
plicated one. When he first entered 
Parliament, the sanitary conditions of 
the building would have disgraced a 
common lodging-house. Members were 
literally poisoned, and many men un- 
doubtedly lost their lives in consequence 
of the scandalous and atrocious sanitary 
conditions, which, after many debates 
and at much expense, had been to some 
extent remedied. The conditions of the 
Committee rooms, were such that many 
men whose business forced them to 
attend suffered from blood-poisoning 
and were incapacitated for work through 


the state of the atmosphere. Hon. 
Members of long standing would 
remember what a punishment it vsed to 


be to serve on a Committee upstairs. It 
was not the fault of hon. Members that 
every improvement had to be dragged 
out of the Government and carried out 
at extravagant expense. Not even in 
the War Office was there such a system 
of administration as prevailed until quite 
recently in the House. The Legislative 
Chamber was controlled by _ three 
separate and independent departments, 
who spent most of their time in quarrel- 
ling one with another as to who should 
dust the walls and who theseats. Under 
such a system economy or efficiency was 
impossible. He desired to know whether 
the recommendations of the Ventilation 
Committee had been carried out, and 
whether there was any one man cr 
department responsible for the genera! 
caretaking of the House and the Com- 


mittee rooms, On one occasion in 
the present session he found the 
smoking-room thermometer  register- 


ing 50°, and a viclent draught coming 
through the ventilators. Young 
robust people accustomed to an open 
air life might be able to stand it, 
but for ordinary citizens who had passed 
middle life it was a diferent matter. He 
remembered once going into the smoking- 
room not suflering from the slightest cold. 
but within a quarter of an hour he was 
perfectly voiceless. He did not think 
Members of Parliament ought to be sub- 
jected to such risks, Ifa smoking-room 
with such qualities cou'd be constructed 
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specially for Irish Members many hon. | 
Members might consider it a good reform, | 
but as all Members had to share those 
rooms he submitted that such condi ions | 
shoull not be tolerated. 

Lorpd BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley) said the Office of Works were 
the sole authority in charge of the ventila- 
tion of the Chamber. 


Mr. DILLON: And the rest of the 
House 2? 


Lorp BALCARRES: Of the ventila- 
tion generally. The defects of which 
iiany Members had complained were not 
the fault of the system of ventilation ; he 
was certain that under any other system 
the discomfort of hon. Members would be 
infinitely greater. The hon. Member for 
the Isle of Wight complained that the 
windows were always shut. If orders 
were given for the windows to be opened 
there would at once be an outcry. The 
Committee hardly realised the difficulty 
in which the Department was placed. 
Some Members complained when the 
temperature was high, others when it was 
There was a special staff cons. antly 
going about the House to regulate the 
temperature, and it was the endeavour of 
the whole staff to maintain an equable 
temperature throughout the day. Any 
Member of the House who went down 
with the engineer in charge and saw the 
system at work would probably revise his 
opinion if he thought the Department 
could be condemned off-hand. The 
amount of dirt which in foggy weather 
was intercepted under the floor and which, 
but for the cleansing apparatus, would 
come into the Chamber was enormous. It 
Was no mere empiric system that had been 
adopted ; it had been examined by expert 
after expert, and, as far as he could see. it 
was really a very good system and suit- 
able for the special requirements of the 
case. The recommendations made in the 
report of the distinguished bacteriologist 
Dr. Gordon were in no way incompatible 
with the existing system; they did not 
supersede it at all. The authority who 
asked Dr. Gordon to go into the matter 
was the First Commissioner of Works. 
The Report of the Ventilation Committee | 
Was not definite or final on certain points, 


and the First Commissioner thought he 


low. 
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could not do better than have a still 
more careful inquiry by a professional 


-expert to assure himself about certain 


points. 
Mr. DILLON asked if Dr. Gordon did 


not condemn the air Coming up through 
the floor of the House. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he did not 
at all condemn it. It was on his advice 
that Certain improvements had_ been 
made in that system, including a system 
of cleansing by passing the air through 
water. The First Commissioner had 
asked certain gentlemen to make a further 
inquiry of a more or less experimenta' 
character into these highly technical 
questions, With a view to the settlement 
of the ventilation problem, and he hoped 
to have a Report before the winter. The 
Committee consisted of the right lon. 
Gentleman the Member for London 
University, Professor Haldane of Oxford, 
and Dr. Gordon. He assured hon. 
Members that he did not wish to meet 
their criticisms in any hostile spirit, but 
he believed that the system they had 
now was the best suited for their needs, 
A comparison had been made with the 
oVerhead system of ventilation which 
had been adopted in the Town Hall at 
Clyde Bank at a cost of £3,000. Per. 
sonally, he would rather be in the House 
of Commons afier a twenty-four hours 
sitting than in the town hall at Clyde 
Bank. The sittings of the House o! 
Commons were so prolonged and the 
facilities and the time available or clean- 
ing after the sittings so short that they 
must inevitably have some system lik» 
the one they tad adopted by which 
automatic and almost unconscious im 
provement of the air was going on. As 
to the bacteriological tests made by Dr. 
Gordon he ventured to say that no 
owner of a public hall or theatre 
or incumbent of a chuich would for a 
moment dare to submit his building to 
such a test as the House of Commons 
had been submitted to, unless they were 


prepared for a panic on the part of the 
audience or congregation. Under the 


direction of the First Commissioner of 
Works most careful experiments were 
being conducted with a view to improving 
the system now in vogue. It was no 
good asking him to make representations 
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to the First Commissioner that there were | 
many inconveniences in the division | 


lobbies. He was in charge of the ventila- | 
tion, but he could not alter the time- | 


honoured system unless he knew he had 
got the House of Commons at his back. 
Once he knew that he had the support of 


the House of Commons in dealing with | 
would | 
carry them out, but he could not do | 
He 
thought the hon. Member had over- | 


any stroctural alterations he 


this upon his own responsibility. 


stated his case altogether, for, on the 
contrary, his constituents believed that at 
the House of Commons they were rolling 
in luxury. 


Mr. HARWOOD said he complained 
that they were not allowed to go into the 
reading -room. 


~ Lorp BALCARRES said they were 


allowed to go into the reading-room | 


when the House was not sitting. Hon. 
Members asked for more smoking- 
room accommodation, and better dining- 
room and tea-room accommodation and 
better writing-rooms. The First Com- 
missioner was fully aware that these de- 
fects existed, but to remedy them was 
not quite so simple as hon. Members 
appeared to indicate. 


they had £100,000 to spend he was notsure 


that they would be able to improve tke | 
accommodation up to the requirements | 


of the House. They did not so much 
want more accommodation as to have it 
more centralised and accessible. 
not think, however, that hon. Members 
made quite so much use as they might 


do of the accommodation that already | 


existed. The hon. Member for Keighley 
raised the question of post office accom- 
modation. There was more accom- 
modation in the outer lobby, but that 
post office was eighty feet or ninety feet 
away. Complaint had been made about 
the seats in the library and the need 
for more writing tables. There were 
twenty-five writing tables on each 
side of ihe Members’ Gallery upstairs, 
and the average number in use was one 
or two. As regarded smoking accom- 
modation, no doubt the accommodation 
on the Terrace level had, of recent years, 
been largely improved; but hon. Mem- 
bers crowded the inconveniently small 


Lord Balcarres. 
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It was not a mere | 
matter of asking for more money. If | 


He did | 
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smoking - room on the main floor to 
avoid having to come upstairs in a 
hurry to adivision. It was not correct 
that all the accommodation was for 
| Ministers ; but since the new rule; 
were adopted it had become necessary 
for them to do more Departmental work 
in the House of Commons than in their 
own offices, and it was imperative that 
they should have rooms in which they 
could see their Departmental officials 
and receive deputations. Nothing would 
give the First Commissioner of Works 
greater pleasure than to be able to 
solve these problems of House of 
Commons’ accommodation, but to nine 
out of ten suggestions made there were 
insurmountable objections. The  build- 
ing was one of the greatest of their 
/national monuments, and they must be 
| jealous of proposals involving great 
| structural alterations. 
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| Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) 
| said that, before passing to that question, 
| the noble Lord might answer the Ques- 
| tion how it was that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham still got a large room, 

although not any longer a member of 
| the Government. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : (Donegal, 
|S.): Itis preferential treatment. 


Lorp BALCARRES: The large room 
/in question is eleven feet long and five 
| feet six inches broad, 


Mr. DALZIEL: 
room ? 
| 


Why does he have a 


| Lorp BALCARRES said the right hon. 
‘Gentleman the Member for West  Bir- 
_mingham, though a private Member, was 
| Leader of the Liberal Unionist Party, and 
he was conceded the privilege of this tiny 
room just in the same way as the Leader 
of the Nationalist Party and the Leader ot 
the Welsh Liberal Party, who were also 
provided with rooms. 





CapraIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
| The noble Lord has not given any answer 
with reference to the question of the door. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he understood 
certain officials thought that if the door 
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were opened the draught would be very 
serious indeed. It was on account of 
that objection the suggestion had not 
been agreed to. 


CapraAIn NORTON suggested that a 
swing door might be provided. 


CoroxeL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping) 
asked whether the Department was con- 
sidering the possibility of providing extra 
library accommodation. The rooms now 
were very congested. 


sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said he should like to say a few words 
in favour of the ventilation of the House 
which had been very much abused. He 
ayreed with the hon. Member for the 
Isle of Wight that the proper ventilation 
was fresh air, and that the best ventilation 
was from open windows. But there were 
people who, while pretending to believe 
that Providence had done most things 
well, thought the best thing that could be 
done was to set up a little atmosphere of 
their own. They met these people in 
railway carriages, churches, and chapels. 
He never went to a county council, 
or a grant jury, or a church, without 
being obliged to walk out because the 
air was so abominable, but he was always 
comfortable enough in that Chamber. 
The other rooms in the House were not 
too well ventilated, but that was because 
certain hon. Members were always in- 
sisting on shutting the windows. It was 
just the same in the Committee rooms 
in the old days. Now that ventilators 
had been provided there the atmosphere 
was very much better. On the whole he 
did not think any more money ought to 
be spent on the House. —_He should like 
more accommodation in the smoking- 
room, but he did not think it was neces- 
sary for hon, Members to be always smok- 
ing and always drinking tea. ‘The hon. 
Member for East Mayo had told them 
that a great disadvantage of the smoking- 
room was that it made Members lose 
their voices. He did not know that 
the atmosphere of the smoking-room 
had this effect, but that might not always 
be regarded as a disadvantage. 


Mr. FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green, 
S. W.) asked whether some arrangement 
could not be devised to draw off the gas 
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fumes from the apartment adjoining the 
tea-room. The health and comfort of the 
waitresses ought to be considered, for 
they had to spend long hours there. He 
had experienced great inconveni2nce from 
time to time on account of the nauseating 
feeling caused by the gas fumes which 
absolutely filled the room. They would 
not put up with such an inconvenience 
in their own houses, It was really an 
intolerable nuisance, and he would, 
therefore, press the Department to do 
what they could to put a stop to it. If 
some plan could not be devised fcr 
drawing off the gas fumes, it might 
be possible to introduce electric heaters, 
so that hon. Members would not be 
subjected to the trouble which they 
had at present to undergo. As to 
the smoking accommodation, which was 
very small, he suggested that the fine 
courtyard around the large cloak-rooms 
might be converted into one of the most 
beautiful rooms in the whole building. 
It seemed to him a great pity that this 
courtyard could not be used by Members 
of the House. He should like to see it 
glazed over and turned into what might 
be termed a winter garden. If that was 
impracticable, he would suggest that a 
few tab'es and chairs might be placed in 
it so that during the summer months 
hon. Members might be able to sit in the 
courtyard instead of being driven into 
the overcrowded rooms. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said he did 
not at all agree with hoa, Gentlemen 
who, on getting into the House, 
immediately proceeded to complain 
of the provision made for their 
creature comiorts, although they were 
far better accommodated there than at 
home. He thought, however, the arrange- 
ments ought in some degree to be con- 
sistent with the preservation of health. 
The House of Commons at present was 
not consistent with the preservation of 
health. He spoke feelingly on this point. 
He gave the whole of his time to his 
Parliamentary work. He was there from 
the time the House opened until it 
adjourned, unless health reasons pre- 
vented him. He had suffered severely 
under the new rule which robbed hon. 
Members of the half-holiday on Wednes- 
day. When he was not in that Chamber 
he was working as hard as he could in 
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the library, and it was no exaggeration 
to say that in the library he had moved 
from rcom to rocm to get into a decent 
atmosphere. The Parliament of 188-92 
was abad Pariiament. It was a coercion 
Parliament, but still his Christian feeling 
compelled him to say that out of every 
ten Members one died, and he was conti- 
dent that some of these deaths were due 
to the insanitary condition of the House. 
They were voting money for spacious 
rooms for the House of Lords which they 
never used. Members of this House 
would use these rooms if they had them. 
Why were not the side galleries opened 
to visitors? Those galleries were not 
used by Members except perhaps halt-a- 
dozen times in the session. As to the 
suggestion made by the hon. Member for 
South-West Bethnal Green, he should he 
sorry to see the courtyard turned into a 
smoking-room or winter garden. That 
would be perfectly consonant with the 
English disposition, for he had always 
understood that the beautiful crypt had 
at one time been converted into a dining- 
room for the Speaker, He thought they 
ought to have pure air, be free from 
draughts, and come there without injury 
to their health. In the corridors there 
was never pure air; and the ventilation 
of the library was exeedingly defective. 
In winter the place was little short of an 
oven ; and the whole plave wasintol-rable. 
He would like to know why they should 
keep up three magnificent dining-rooms 
for the House of Lords which were never 
used. Why should rot the Members of 
the House of Commons have the loan of 
those rooms when they were not used ? 
They all Joved the House of Lords, but 
he thought their Lordships would not be 
harmed by the Members of the House of 
Commons occasionally dining _ there. 
Full power should be given to the Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons to use 
those rooms and the library of the House 
of Lords, 


*Sir H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Staf- 
fordshire, Handsworth) said that he 
wished to point out to the noble Lord 
that to give effect to the proposal of the 
hon. Member for the Totnes Division of 
Devonshire no structural alterations were 
necessary. All that was done when this 
method of condueting divisions was 
tried before was to move the desk at 


Mr. Swift MacNeil. 


{COMMONS} 


Departments Estimates. 960 


which the clerks marked the names of 
Members from one end of the ‘* No” 
Lobby to the other. He would also like 
to call the attention of the noble Lord to 
the armchairs in the Library. To begin 
with, there were too few of them, and 
most of the presumably Gothic ones that 
were there combined nearly every 
possible defect. They were extremely 
ugly, they were extremely uncomfortable, 
and they were very heavy and difficult 
to move. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) said 
he wished to draw the attention of the 
noble Lord to the grill in the ladies’ 
gallery. The ventila‘ion in that gallery 
yas perfectly abominab'e; and he had 
heard from fereign visitors that it was a 
great inconvenience. It was alleged that 
the grill had been introduced more than 
a century ago because the ladis had ex- 
pressed disapproval of what had taken 
place in the House; but similar expres- 
sions of opinion had been made in the 
gallery set apart for male visitors. He 
knew that the hon. Member for Kast Leeds 
proposed to have the grill removed, 
but that certain Conservative Members 
stood in the way. If it were removed it 
would be an enormous advantage to the 
ladies who visited the House. Inno other 
Legislature in the world was there such a 
separation of the sexes and such an 
interference with the sound of the voices 
oi the speakers. He hoped the noble Lord 
would take this matter into his serious 
consideration, and he felt sure that the 
removal of the grill would meet with the 
approval of the great majority of the 
Members of the House. 


Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) said that there was an 
excessive and silly use of the electric 
light in the House. One day last July 
he found thirty-seven electric lights 
burning to the considerable discomfort of 
the House. 


*THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : Order, 
order! Lighting comes under another 
item of the Vote. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he wished to 
draw the attention of the Committee 
to a very important precedent set 
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ferred to the setting aside of a 
room for the occupation and use of a 
Member of the House who was not a 
member of the Government. ‘The 
explanation given by the noble Lord was 
the most extraordinary he had ever heard 
on the part of the Conservative and 
Unionist Government as to why that 
course had been taken. They were told 
that the right hon. Member for West 
Jirmingham was the Leader of the 
Liberal Unionist Party. He had no 
personal objection to that right hon. 
Gentleman having a room; the right 
hon. Gentleman might have six rooms so 
far as he was concerned. But the state- 
ment that the right hon. Gentleman was 
the Leader of the Liberal Unionist Party 


in the House was made for the first 
tine on the part of a member 
of the Conservative and Unionist 


Administration. The right hon. Member 
for West Birmingham was not at all in 
the same position as the hon. Member 
for Waterford who led the Irish 
Nationalist Party, or the hon. Member 
who was Chairman of the Welsh Party. 
In their case they were duly elected by 
the Party they led at the commencement 
of the session, and they had the:r own | 
Whips. But from what data were the 
Committee to understand that the 
Liberal Unionists in the House con- 
stituted a separate Party and a 
separate organisation ? During the 
existence of the present Administration 
he always understood that the Liberal 
Unionist Party were part and parcel of 
the present Government Party, and that, | 
if they were not the masters, at any rate 
they were the joint-partners in the 
Administration, When did the election | 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham to the leadership 
of the Liberal Unionist Party take 
place? It had not been publicly an- 
nounced, If this precedent was quietly | 
adopted, it would be open to any | 
Member to go to the First Commissioner 
of Works and make a representation 
that he was the leader of a Party, | 
although he had never been elected to | 
the position, and get a comfortable | 
private room fcr himself in some part of | 
the House. Ii this precedent was s:t, | 
it was only a question of whether or not 
some private Member could bring suffi- 
_ VOL, CXLY. [Fourrn Sertzs.] 
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by the present Government. He re- | 
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cient force to bear on the Government 
to get a private room. If the disposition 
of rooms was going round, why should 
not the Leader of the Labour Party get 
one? There was no Party more entitled 
to that privilege. An hon. Member 
might go to the First Commissioner 


jand say, “If I am not a_ leader 
‘of a Party, I ought to be, and I 
/must have a private room.” He con- 


tended that they could not in that House 
recognise separate and distinct Parties 


| unless they met at the beginning of the 
| session and elected their own Chairman 


and their own Whips. He did not know 
whether the Liberal Unionist Party itself 
would accept the statement of the noble 
Lord. He sawthe hon. Member for Durham 


| present; and, in the absence of the right 


hon. Member for West Birmingham, 
perhaps that hon. Gentleman could tell 


' the Committee at what date the right hon. 


Member for West Birmingham had been 
elected Leader of the Liberal Unionist 
Party, and what qualified him to be the 
Leader of that Party ? If the noble Lord 


said that the right hon. Gentleman was 


really elected Leader of of that Party, 
and was fully entitled to that position, 
he would withdraw all he had stated : but 
he contended that if the right hon. 
Gentleman had not been so elected as 
Chairman of the Liberal Unionist Party 
in the House, that right hon. Gentleman. 
had no claim to a separate private room. 


Mr. ELLIOT (Durham) said he had been 


| asked by the hon. Member for Kirkcaldy 


Burghs to throw some light as to 
the Leadership of the Liberal Uni- 
on'st Party, but he did not know that 
he was entitled todoso. As regarded the 
hon. Member’s complaint that a private 
room in that building bad been allotted 


| to the right hon Gentleman the Member 


for West Birmingham, on the ground that 


| he was the Leader of the Liberal Unionist 


Party in the House, he could only say 
that it was the first time since Liberal 


| Unionism began that he had heard thata 
/room had been allotted to the Leader of 


the Liberal Unionist Party, as such, in the 
House. Fora great many years when the 
Party was a considerable power in that 
House it was led by Lord Hartington, and 
he never remembered that Lord Harting- 
ton had a room allotted to him there. Nor 


did he remember during the many years 


2K 
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he had been connected with the Party 
any forinal election at the beginning of | 
the session of a Leader of the Party in | 
question. He deprecated in that House 
the breaking up of the constitution into 
too many separate Parties, too many | 
separate leaders, and too many separate 
s+ts of Whips. He thought thev had 
gone quite far enough in that respect, and 
he could only say that the giving of an | 
official position in that House to the 
Leader of the Liberal Unionist Party was 
done without their knowledge. 


Masor SEELY asked the noble Lord 
to reconsider the matter. Ifit had been 
the custom to give a room in that House 
to the Leader of the Liberal Unionist 
Party, then he should have one allotted 
to him now, but it was very doubtful 
whether the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham was the 
Leader of the Liberal Unionist Party. 
He understood the right hon. Gentleman 
was repudiated by the hon: Member 
for Durham, and, no doubt, by 
other Members opposite. As a matter 
of fact the Leader of the Liberal 
Unionist Party had never before had a 
room in the House, and why should 
the innovation be made when it was 
doubtful whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man was the Leader of the Party. 
The noble Lord had unwittingly conveyed 
a mistaken impression to the Committee. 


Lorp BALCARRES did not kiow 
whether hon, Gentlemen expected him 
to enter into a vexed question of this 
kind on a very small technical point. 
The hon. Member for Kirkcaldy Burghs 
had remarked that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham was not the Leader of the | 
Liberal Unionist Party in that House. 
If the hon. Gentleman satisfied the First 
Commissioner of Works of that he (Lord 
Valearres) presumed the First Com- 
missioner would ask the right hon. 
Centleman to give up his room. The 
hon. Member for Durham said tha 
when Lord Hartington was [Leader | 
o! the Party he had no room. He (Lord 
Ba'carres) was not in the House at 
the time, but if Lord Hart:ngton had no | 
room in those days neither had the Welsh | 
Liberal Party nor the Irish Nationalist | 
Tarty. The,fact that a room had been | 


Mr. Elliot. 
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| allotted to the use of the right hon. Gentle- 


man seemed scarcely to justify the amount 
of discussion it had already involved. 
The use of a very dark room in a very 
detached part of the House did not call 
for serious or prolonged consideration, 
The hon. Member for Bethnal Green had 


asked if they could not draw off the gas 
‘fumes in the tea-rooms. His reply to 


that was that they were expending money 
in ventilation, which it was hoped would 
The hon. 
Member for the Totnes Division had asked 
for an improvement to be made in the 
closing of the outer and inner doors with 


'a view to adding to the comfort and 
convenience of hon. Members awaiting a 


division, and had stated that no struc- 
tural alterations were necessary to effect 
that obje:t. They, however, could not 
undertake to alter the arrangement for 
divisions without first obtaining the con- 
sent of the House. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) 
called attention to the necessity for a 
room to which hon. Members could be 
taken in cases of illness. He believed 
that the House possessed a medicine 
chest which was never opened, Further, 
he thought there should be a medica! 
gentleman who could be ca!led upon in 
cases of necessity. An arrangement 
might be made under which, by granting 
a sumof money to Westminster Hospital, 
they could by pressing an electric button 
obtain the services of a doctor at a 
moment’s notice. He trusted that atten: 
tion would be given to the nec:ssity for 
a separate room, suitable appliances, and 
the prompt services of a m-dical man to 
deal with sudden casses of illness. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) asked whether it would not be 
possible to avoid discussions year after 
vear upon the accommodation of the 
House. Thev had devoted the greater part 


of that sitting to debating matters which, 


although a concern to hon. Members 
individually, were of the smallest interest 
to the country. He advocated the ap- 
pointment of a Standing Committee, like 
the Kitchen Committee, who could act 


in co-operation with the First Commis- 


sioner of Works and dea! with complaints 
and suggestions. 
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he was afraid that he could not accede 
to the suggestion of the lion. Member to 
set aside a room for unfortunate incidents 
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said although | 


that occurred at rare intervals he was 
authorised by the Serjeant-at-Arms to 
say that his room was available at all 
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of telephonic communication with West- 
minster Hospital he had consulted with 
his noble friend the First Commissioner 
of Works, and he hoped it would be 
possible to have telephonic communica- 


tion with the hospital shortly. 


Question put. 


times of the day and 
reception of anyone who 
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Beaumont, Wentworth C.B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Slack, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burt, Thomas 


Caldwell, 


Causton, 


James 

Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 


Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. ¢ 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 


Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, Capt EC(SAndrw’sBghs 
Emmott, Alfred 

Rvans,Sir FrancisH.(Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
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Fuller, J. M. F. 
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Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Lewis 
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Acnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
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Anson, Sir William Re synell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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suidenly ill. With regard to the question 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 


night for the 
might become 
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AYES. 


Hardie,J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil) | 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
hte John Sharp 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Siesta un, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lavland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 
Liloyd-George, 
Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. ‘Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MCrae, George 
M‘Kean, John 
M:Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Ceci! William 

| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


David 


The House divided: 


—Aves 114; Noes 


(Division List No. 149.) 


| O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Parrott, William 
Partington, Oswald 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 

| Pirie, Dunean V. 
Priestley, Arthur 
tichards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Roberts, John H. (Denbichs.) 
tobertson. Edmund (Dundee) 
toe, Sir Thomas 
Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 

| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Slack, John Bamford 
Spencer,Rt.Hn.C.R (Northants 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donald 

| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Tomkinson, James 
Tovlmin, George 
Wallace. Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thoinas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters (N. Dorset 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


AYES—Mr. 
Mooney. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Harwood and Mr. 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid | 


| O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(Connor, James (Wicklow, W. ) 
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Bilearres, Lord 

Budwin, Alfred 

Bilfour, Rt.Hn. A. J. (Manch’r 

Binbury, Sir Frederick George 
| Banner, John 8. Harmood- 


| Burry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor | 


Bartley, Sir George ©. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. A. Benjamin 

| Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

| Bingham, Lord 

' Blundell, Colonel Henry 
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Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Lt.-Col HF (Middlesex) 
| Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn) 
| Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bry mer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 
| Campbell, RtHn.JA. (Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cautley, Heary Strother 

fo endish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
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Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Coddington, Sir William 
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Colomb, Rt. Hn. Sir John C.R. 
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Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | Pretyman, Ernest George 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 


| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
| Hoult, Joseph 


Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham | 
| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 


| Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
| Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 


Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, SirT.R.(Tower Hamlets 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir-Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, Rt Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn SirJ. (Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garftit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J.E( Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, Maj.Evans(T’r H’mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Grey, Ernest (West Ham) 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’ry 
Hardy. Lawrence(Kent,Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, ArthurHoward (Hanley 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Helder, Augustus 


Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End 


' Lawson, John Grant( Yorks.NR 


Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 


Lockwood, Lieut.- Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S, ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconochie. A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW. 
Malcolm, Tan 

Maxwell, RtHnSirH. FE (Wigt'n) 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Melville. Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompsen, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Col. Wyndbam (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Pease,'Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pemberton, John S. GC. 

Perey, Earl 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, John 8. 


Ratcliff, R. F. 
Reid, James (Greencck) 


Renwick, George 

tidley, S. Forde 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shetlield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire} 
Sackville. Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, SirHarryS.( Limehouse 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt. Hon.Lord (Lancs, 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt. Hon. Charles Hedley 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tutt, Charles 

Tuttnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Vincent,ColSir C. E. H. (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E. Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley (York. E.R ) 
Wilson-Todd, SirW.H.(Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustay Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander ‘ 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 








Original Question again proposed, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said that for 
the good of Parliament itself, and on the 


principle of equality between Member and © 


Member he wished to find out distinetly 
why a private room had been given to 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham, who had no right to 
preferential treatment above other private 
Members. The right hon. Gentleman, 
with his retiring disposition, would be 


the very first to deprecate any com- 
pliment being paid to himself at the 
expense Of his fellow Members, If he 
wanted a room could he not go into the 
room of his son the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, or conduct his correspondence 
in the rooms of the five or six Ministers 
who owed their appointment to his 
influence? Was this special treatment 
accorded because he was leader of the 
tariff reform movement? The late Mr. 
Gladstone once said that between private 
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Member and private Member there should 
be no distinction in Parliament, and 
that he would not belong to a House of 
Commons in which any such distinction 
was made. ‘There were too many leaders 
i: the House of Commons and too many 
who wished to be leaders. He charged 
the Government with having favoured 
the right hon. Gentleman because they 
were afraid of the sc heme-maker and the 
Cabinet-maker. Other Members were 
more entitled to a room than he. The 
hon. Member for Mid-Lanark, Chairman 
of the Private Bills Committee, was so 
entitled, and so, too, was the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Peckham, who did the 
“blocking” for the Government. The 
right hon. Gentleman was the leader, not 
of a Party, but of a caucus which met in 
(reorge Street, and as such had no right 
to any preferentialtreatment. He would 
be quite prepared to leave the question 
to a Gentleman well versed in the pro- 


prieties of the House of Commons: did 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn think 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham was entitled 
private room in the House ? 


Mr. DALZIEL complained that the 
Kitchen Committee were being treated 
with discourtesy, and, indeed, contempt, 
by the authorities of the House of Lords. 
Yor some months they had been trying 
to arrange for the use of the House of 
Lords Committee room, next the present 
dining-room, in exchange for a House of 
ommons Committee room, but they had 
ot been able to obtain any reply bevond 
an acknowledgment of their communi- 
cation and a promise to consider the 
matter. The person responsible seemed 
to be the Lord Great Chamberlain, who 
he considered was not very worthy of 
his iuposing title, or he would not treat 
a Committee representing and elected 
by the House of Commons with such a 
lack of respect. He hoped the noble 
Lord, if he had any influence in that 
direc tion, would endeavour to induce 
the Lord Great Chamberlain to give a 
reply one way or the other, so that the 
Kitchen Committee should not go on 
wasting their time with fruitless meet- 
ings, 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) drew atten- 
tion to an item of £10,000 for the 
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and asked for what purpos? the house 
was to be used. 


Lord BALCARRES referred the 
hon. Member to his reply to a Ques- 
tion on the subject three or four 
weeks ago. For the £10,000 the 
Office of Works would obtain the exist- 
ing house, which the London County 
Council had recently acquired under its 
Westminster improvement scheme. The 
bargain was fair to both parties. It 
would enable the County Council to 
carry Out a very important road improve- 
ment, and at the same time complete a 

valuable block of Government property. 

Mr. WHITLEY: But what will the 


house be used tor ? 


Lorp BALCARRES said the First 
Commissioner had not settled what it 
would be used for as the house was to 
be demolished to widen the street. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Why buy the house 


if it is to be demolished ? 


Lorp BALCARRES said the front of 
the house was required for the street- 
widening, and therefore it was necessary 
to demolish the house. In the matter 
raised by the hon. Member for Kirkcaldy 
Burghs his position was one of some 
delicacy. The room in question was 
vested in the Lord Great Chamberlain, 
over whom the Office of Works had no 
control whatever. He would take care, 
however, that the representations of the 
hon. Member were duly laid before the 
First Commissioner of Works. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the 
explanation of the noble Lord with 
regard to the purchase of the house in 
Abingdon Street required to be either 
seriously considered or materially sup- 
plemented. The £10,000 was to be 
paid for a building which apparently 
was not to be applied to any Parlia- 
mentary purpos> whatever. Why, then, 
did the money appear on this Voteat all ? 
Tf it was to be used for public offices it 
should come in some other Vote. There 
was a Vote for each public building and 
for miscellaneous buildings, and this sum 


He did 
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not quite understand why they were | 
asked to contr bute at all in this matter. 
It was purely a question for the London 
County Council, which had proved itself 
quite competent to carry out other public 
improvements. He did not comprehend | 
the reason for the introduction of a, 
Vote in this House upon this matter, 


because this building did not come 
under the Houses of Parliament. Would 


the noble Lord tell them what on earth 
this had to do with the Houses of Parlia- 
ment? If he knew to what purpose this 
property was to be appropriated then he 
would know to what Vote it belonged. 
Could the noble Lord tell them that this 
building was to be appropriated to some 
purpose belonging to the Houses of 
Parliament ? If ke could not do so, 
then he could not see why this £10,000 
was in this Vote at all. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he had had 
no notice of this Question, otherwise he 
would have been able to give a fuller 
Answer. He had been asked why this 
sum had not heen included in mis- 
cellaneous buildings. The reason was 
that this building came within the 
Palace of Westminster, and therefore it 
was put in with the Houses of Parliament 
buildings. The Government had yet to 
settle whether this site should be used 
for erecting a fresh block of Government 
offices, or whether it should be preserved 
as an open space. He should be glad on 
a future occasion to give any further in- 
formation of a detailed character, but at 
the moment he was only able to give 
the general facts. 


Mr. LAWRENCE drew attention to the 
unnecessary l'ghting of the electric lights 
in the various corridors and lobbies. He 
noticed on days when the sun was shin- 
ing that these lights were on, and they 
had been fixed here and there in places 
where they were not required, 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I think, Mr. Deputy-Chairman 
if we had a little more light now it 
would do no harm, 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. £36,500, to complete the sum for 
Royal Palaces. 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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Mr. WHITLEY said he noticed that 
Item D showed an increase. He wished. 
to draw attention to the increase in this 
item in order to see whether a limit could 
not be put to this expenditure. Two 
years ago it amounted to £7,000; the 
next year to £8,000, and this year it had 
increased to £10,000 for new works, altera- 
tions, and additions, This was in aldi- 
tion to the large sums spent at the time 
of the accession of His Majesty for in- 
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/proving Buckingham Palace and other 


palaces in the eccupation of His Majesty, 
He did not thinkthey ought to have this 
annual increase in this particular item. 
Then there was Item E., which amounted 
to £38,180, and this showed a slight re- 
duction upon last year, but, nevertheless, 
it remained at a higher figure than it 
stood at four years ago. He thought 
there was room for a substantia! amount 
of economy upon this Vote. He also 
noticed that certain particulars had bee: 
withdrawn during the last three vears, 
He alluded to the details of Item A in 
regard to salaries, wages, and allowances. 
Why had they been withheld? It had 
not been done by the authority of th 
House, and he hoped the noble Lord 
would be able to answer that Question. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he should be 
happy to give the precise details under 
the six headings which formed Item A. 
He did not think the hon. Member was 
correct in saying that the tmiormation 
had been withheld. He could give the 
hon, Member any particular items if he 
would mention which he required. As 
to the alterations and additions there 
had been a small increase, but objection 
had not been taken by the hon, Member 
for Halifax to any particular item, The 
two largest items which had caused this 
increase were electric lighting at 5t. 
Jame,’s Palace and electric lighting at 
Hampton Court. The safety of thoes 
great historical monuments were better 
secured by a system of electric lighting. 
He thought these increases were well 
worthy of acceptance by the Committee, 
and they were doing their best to prevent 
any extravagance. 


*CoLONEL WELBY asked if there was 
any intention on the part of the Board 
of Works to do anything to bring the 
facade of Buckingham Palace into 
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harmony with the Memorial to Queen | 


Victoria, ‘The more that Memorial grew 
the grander it became, and the more it 
seemed out of keeping with the front of 
the Palace. No mere renovation or re- 
painting of the front would do; they 
wanted a great scheme for a new front 
in order to bring it into harmony with 


the Memorial. He wished to know 
whether that alteration would come 


within the scope of the Memorial or 
would it have to be done at some future 
time, 


Lorp BALCARRES said that was a 
question which, as the hon. Gentleman 
must see, must stand over in the mean- 
time. 


Vote agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That a sum, not exceeding £7,900, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the 3lst day 
of March, 1905. for Expenditure in 
respect of Osborne,” 


sum necessary to defray 


Mr WHITLEY said that two vears 
ago this Vote was lumped in with the 
preceeding one. That was a form of 
the accounts which he hoped would not 
he maintained. In the first place he 
objected to this Vote on the ground that 
it was not properly a Civil Service Esti- 
mate. He understood that Osborne 
House was used as a convalescent home 
for member's of His Majesty’s forces. 
He thought, therefore, that the cost 
ought to be borne by the Army and 
Navy funds and not the Civil Service 
Ustimates. He asked what was the 
number of patients during the vear who 
liad obtained benefit from this expendi- 
ture, and what was the average number 
who had been in the convalescent home. 
‘The expense s*emed to be rather heavy. 
He thought the Committee ought to have 
something in the nature of an annual 
Report, or even a footnote on the Esti- 
mates, giving such particulars as would 
justify this demand for money. The 
details showed that there was a house 
governor who received £360 this year. 
The same item last year was £400, and a 
jootnote explained that this officer’s 
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salary was subject to a deduction of 10 
per cent. as he wa; in recvipt of retired 
pay from the Admiralty. That raise 1 
the question of the re-employment of 
persons who were retired on hantsome 
pensions voted by the Houss. Th: 
pensions of well-paid officers amounted 
to two-thirds of their salaries, if they had 
served their full time, and vet there were 
continual cases of the re-employment of 
such men at salaries which doubled the:r 
pensions. What pay did this person 
receive in addition to the £360 on the 
Vote ? He thought men who were in 
receipt of very small pensions, ranging 
from £6 to £25 a vear, should be en- 
couraged to apply for these posts. He 
supposed he was correct in assuming thet 
the house governor had a free residence, 
coal, and gas, in addition to the amount 
that appeared for salary. He asked the 
neble Lord to state also what the arrange- 
ments were as to the payment of fees by 
the officers who took advantage of this 
institution. Did they pay anything 1a 
addition to the item that appeared in 
the wppropriation-in-aid of 2s. 6d. per 
day 4 Was that charge always collected 
from the patients, or did it depend 
upon the rank of the person concerned ‘ 


Lorp BALCARRES said the hon. 
Member had raised a point which was 
discussed last vear as to whether the 
Vote for Osborne House shou!d appear 
on the Civil Service Hstimates. Cer- 
tainly there were services provided there 
from which the Army and Navy drew 
advantage, but the question raised had 
been carefully considered. It should b> 
remembered that a large part of Osborne 
was of the nature now of a_ public 
museum which was visited by many 
thousands of the public. That, he thought, 
was sufficient to justify its place oa the 
Civil Service Estimates, Last year there 
were 255 admissions t) the home, and the 
average number there was thirty-five. 
The gross total required was £16,700, 
from which the appropriation-in-aid and 
fees paid, amounting to £1,800, was de- 
ducted. But there was a considerable 
income from the Osborne Estate which 
was credited to the Woods and Forests 
Department, and he dared say there was 
an annual sum from the cadet college 
on the estate which might be credited 
against the outlay under this Vote. He 
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owing to the exceptional advantages of 
the situation, completely recovered from 


their illnesses, which seemed to him in the | 


nature of an economy. He thought it 
would be found that the expense of 
Osborne was very moderate indeed. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye) said 
the cost per bed was £600. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) asked whether the money on 
this Vote included anything for the 
college. 


oO 
oO 


Lorp BALCARRES said it did not. 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said that if 


the average number of patients was 
thirty-five, £600 per bed seemed to be a 
large expenditure. That seemed to him 
a most extraordinary sum, and he be- 
lieved a case had been made out for 
the most careful inquiry. 


Lord BALCARRES said that although 
he had stated that that was the total 
expense of the hospital and convalescent 
home, the hon. Member must understand 
Osborne House was to all intents and 
purposes a great public museum, visited 
by thousands of the public. All of this 
had to be kept up, and there was a large 
collection of works of art, formed by Her 
late Majesty. This and the parks and 
gardens were open to the public, and 
were entirely included in the expenditure 
mentioned, 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) 
asked whether it was possible to dissect 
the different expenditure on the different 
sections of Osborne. He had been a 
director of an hospital and he knew that 


the average cost of each bed was only | 


£60 or £70 per annum. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said there was 


a museum which cost a certain amount | 
of expenditure and gave great pleasure | 
number of people. | 


to a considerable 
Then there was a convalescent hosp.tal in 


respect of which they were asked to vote | 


a large sam. Thirdly, there was the 
Admiralty cadet training college ; and, 
fourthly, there were the apartments for 
which the noble Lord said the Depart- 
ment of Woods and Forests were re- 


\, Lord Balcarres, 
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sponsible. It seemed to him that this was 
an extraordinary method of keeping 
account. The noble Lord said that a cer- 
tain amount of revenue was derived by the 
Department of Woods and Forests for Os- 
borne, but could he say what it amounted 
to? No, the noble Lord could not. He could 
see no reason why that should not be 
an appropriation-in-aid. Again, why 
/was there no mention here of the addi- 
tional sum of £20,500 asked for by the 
Admiralty for the training of cadets? 
The Osborne Estate was apparently 
under four different managements, which 
seemed to him a very bad arrangement, 
but he understood that the Chief Com- 
missioner of Works was supreme. The 
arrangement was a very bad one and 
did not lend itself to efficient and 
responsible administration. 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE Satiron 
Walden) said that the Committee were 
asked to vote £14,900 for a convalescent 
home at Osborne, but now they were 
told that whilst the Vote excluded the 
expense of the cadet training college, it 
included certain works, and the museum. 
The Committee should be intormed how 
much of the Vote was to be appropriated 
to each purpose. It was absurd to say 
that a sum of £14,000 was required to 
support thirty-five beds in the convales- 
cent home. The extravagance of the 
expenditure upon this object would be 
obvious when it was pointed out that the 
cost worked out at about £10 per patient 
per week, whereas the cost of properly 
maintaining a convalescent home ought 
not to amount to more than 15s. a head 
weekly. He was conversant with homes 
where the cost did not exceed that sum 
and the number of berths were less than 
thirty-five. The matter called for some 
further explanation. 


(Essex, 


sd 


Mr. BRIGG thought the solution 
might be found in the number ot 
Departments that had to do with 
the subject and the number of people 
for whom occupation had to be 
found, He drew the noble Lord’s atten- 
tion to an item ol £1,460 in respect of 
receipts from patients. and asked whether 
it was a condition that the patients should 
| pay 2s. 6d. each per day, or whether an | 
by whom the payments were made on 
| their behalf. 
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Mr. WHITLEY noticed that there 
were 4,000 acres of land in connection 
with the hospital and inquired what 
use was made of it. The management 
of the whole thing showed a state 
of muddle. There were at least four and 
possibly more divergent interests dealing 
wih the estate, and there was certainly 
a very small result for a very great cost. 
They were entitled to ask that there should 
be some new method adopted in dealing 
with the matter. It was true that the 
Vote was not so large this year, but last 
year there were charges for alterations 
and extensions, and as a protest against an 
increased permanent charge he moved 
to reduce the Vote by £100. 


977 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £7,800, be 


granted for the said service.”—(Mr. 
Whitley.) 
Lorpd BALCARRES said the hon. 


Member had asserted that a state of 
muddle had arisen because there were 
four divergent interests. Did the hon. 
Gentleman think the muddle would dis- 
ippear 1f the estate were put under four 
Departments instead of one. The whole 
control was with the Office of Works. A 
portion of the estate was handed over 
for the purposes of a naval hospital. 
That would be included in a Vote on the 
Navy Estimates over which they had 
no control, whilst the Admiralty had 
nothing to do with the other part of the 
estate except so far as they were inter- 
ested in the hospital patients who spent 
their period of convalescence there. 


Ma. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) asked 
whether the position of Osborne House 
was n any way analogous to the college 
it Dartmouth. 


Lord BALCARRES said he did not 
know anything regarding the College at 
lartmouth. Osborne House was the 
residence of the late Queen, and was 
handed over by His Majesty the King to 
the nation for the purpose of a con- 
valescent home. It was one building; 
itcould not be separated by wings for 
naval or military purposes, and it was 
unusual to bring in the name of the 
Sovereign in discussions of that nature. 
As, however, Osborne House contained 
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private property, it seemed advisable 
that a portion of it should be kept 
absolutely private. For that reason the 
public was admitted only to one part—the 
museum. The whole control of Osborne 
House Museum—the portion to which the 
public were admitted—of the private 
apartments of Her late Majesty, and of the 
Naval and Military Convalescent Home 
was locally and directly under the house 
governor, and Departmentally, under the 
First Commissioner, The medical control 
was under the consulting surgeon and 
physician, who resided in the Isle of 
Wight, and there was also what was called 
the medical consultative staff (unpaid), 
who paid regular visits to the convales- 
cent home. The officers, who were sent 
to the home on the recommendation re- 
spectively of the Admiralty and the 
War Office, paid 2s. 6d. a day. In 
this they were simply following the 
arrangement which already existed at 
Netley and other hospitals. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £62,400, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the Sist day 
of March, 1906, for the Royal Parks and 
Pleasure Gardens.” 


Me. GIBSON BOWLES ealled at- 
tention -to what he described as the 
“absolute and wanton defacement” of 
the Green Park by the construction 
across it of a hard broad road 60 feet 
wide, which was supposed to be reserved 
for pedestrians, but which bore all the 
marks of an intended permanent road for 
vehicular traffic. He could conceive no 
reason for this road, for the making of 
which trees had been cut down, and no 
less than two acres of grass had been 
removed. It was a wasteful expenditure 
even if it were for the use of vehicular 
traffic, for which it was not required 
What was wanted in London parks was 
not broad hard granite, asphalte, or 
wooden roads but trees and grass, and 
trees had been cut down and grass 
removed from this road and no reason 
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had been given for such an extraordinary 
proceeding. The major part of the cost 
of constiuction—namely, a sum of £4,000, 
had been defrayed out of a fund raised 
for the unemployed in London, and he 


would suggest, if it was really desired to | 


employ the uncmployed, that they should 
be engaged te restore this part of the 
park to its original state. 
path would have amply supplied the 
wants oi all the people who were ever 
likely to use the road, ard he could nct 
coiceive what the purpose of it was 
unless it was to form a sort of vista to 
the Memorial to Le erected to Her late 
Majesty. Whatever the cbject might be 
with which the road had been made, he 
denounced it as a gross outrage on the 
part of the kirst Commissioner of Works, 
who kad defaced and practically spoiled 
the mest precious patk in London. If 
the noble Loid could say there was likely 
to le a vast amount cf traffic over the 
path, cr that it led frcm somewhere to 
scmewhere, cr that it had any quality 
to reccmmend it, or that in his opinicen 
it was really an improvement, he weuld 
have nothirg further to say. His 
ecnviction, kowever, was that the noble 
Lord himse:t must have regreited the 
defacerent to the Green Park, and he 
ser.ously commended his suggestion 
that the unemployed should be again 
used, if Neccssary at the cost of another 
£4,000, to 1 store the path to its original 
condition, 


*str A. HAYTER (Walsall) agreed 
with the hon, Member for King’s 
Lynn as to the hideousness of this so- 
called improvement. He could not 
understand why so enormous a quantity 
of turf had been cut from both sides of 
the road. The foundations of the path- 
way rerdered it unsuitable for vehicular 
traffic. there being no solid granite 
blocks for a foundation, but if it was 
intended merely for a footpath, why had 
it been made of such enormous width ? 
He was extremely sorry the park had 
been destroyed for the sake of a path. 


Lord BALCARRES | said the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn did not 
appreciate the situation, This pathway 
was not for the purpose of a thoro; gh- 
fare across the Green Park, It had been 
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side and was an integral part of the 
|Memorial. In the course cf time it would 
|form a fine avenue with rows of trees 
leading from a great thoroughfare to a 
‘grand memorial, analogous in many 
respects to the Broad Walk at Ken- 
‘sington. Kensington Gardens ard 
Hampton Court Park were laid out 
in avenues of trees, not merely to 
provide roadways, but to make fine 
vistas, and this pathway wou!d in time 
make a fine vista. There was no inten- 
tion of usirg the pathway for carriage 
traffic; as the hon. Raronet opyo-ite 
had stated, the fourdatiors rendered 
it unsuitable for that purpose. Highteen 
months ago hon. Members declared 
that St. James’s Park was being spoilt 
by the making of the pathway which 
was now universally recognised to bea 
great improvement, and he believed a 
similar result would be achieved in the 
present case. He did not admit that 
anything like 400 trees had been cut 
down, ‘The grass area in St. James’s 
Park to-day was larger than before the 
improvement was made, 


Str FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) reminded the noble 
Lord that there were such things as 
avenues with grass between the trees 
which were very beautiful. The Leng 
Walk at Windsor was such an one. fn 
any case a path fifteen feet wide would 
have been ample for al! purposes. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) asked whether in the appoit- 
ment of park-keepers the claims of old 
soldiers and sailors were considered. One 
of the obstacles to recruiting was the 
great difficulty experienced by old soldiers 
in obtaining employment, and he hoped 
the First Commiss.oner would not lose 
sight of the formally expressed desire of the 
House of Commons that old soldiers and 
sailors should be appointed to these posis. 
He congratulated the Board of Works 
upon the great improvement which bad 
taken place in recent years in the parks, 
which were now as beautiful as those in 
any caplial in Europe. 


Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston) said he wished to draw attention io 
the contracts for refreshment in the kiosks 


planted with three rows of trees on either | in the parks, and also to the supply of 


Mr. Gibson Bowles, 














ab 


a 


Qe 








981 Civil Se-vices and Revenue 


chairs and free seats. 


‘4 May 


Ten or twelve | 


years ago when this question of seats was | 


raised in the House they were told 


by the then First Commissioner of Works | 
that no rent was paid by the contractor | 


to the State. Since that time the First 
Commissioner of Works had been some- 
what severely heckled on the subject, and 
the year following that heckling there 


appeared in the accounts an item of | 


£1,000 paid by the contractors for the 


right of putting seats in the parks; so. 
that it was quite clear that the First | 


Commissioner of Works had been deluded 
by someone, and he had frankly admitted 
his mistake. Subsequently the sum of 
£2,000 was put down as the rent received 
from the contractor, who now had the 
right to put the chairs in Hyde Park, 
Anyone who had visited Hyde Park on 
sunday must have noticed the enormous 
crowds there, and in his opinion £2,060) 
was a very small sum to be paid for the 
right of putting chairs inthe parks. The 
first Commissioner of Works told him 
twelve months ago that he had come to 
the conclusion that when the present 
contract expired there ought to be a much 
larger sum paid into the coffers of the 
State by the man who was allowed to put 
those seats in the parks. Not only was the 
State being defrauded by the insufficient 
sum that was paid, but the number of free 
eatsin the parks was year by year dimin- 
ishing, while the number of paid seats 
vas increa-ing. He wished to 
whether a new contract had been entered 
into, and if so, had the rental from the 
new contractor for the seats been in- 
He also wished to know if 
tenders had been invited. The last Com- 
missioner of Works lad contemplated 
purchasing the chairs, and, had this been 


( reased Q 


know | 


lone, then the whole of the money re- | 


ceived would have gone into the Ex- 
chequer. He thought a very considerable 
sum of money would have been realised 
ia that way. 


He noticed that with regard to the | 
'the impression that the old ladies were 
| being exploited by some refreshment 


supply of refreshments in the parks, 
there was an item of £1,000 for the pur- 


chase and repair of refreshment kiosks in | 


Regent’s Park. He wished to know if 
wy rent was received for the use of those 
kiosks by the refreshment contractors, 
und were they obliged to give any 
guarantee to redeem the promise they 
made to supply the public with whole- 
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some refreshments at a very moderate 
price. He had raised before in the 
House the question of the character of 
the refreshments supplied, and he was 
by no means satisfied that even at the 
present time they were of as good a 
quality as they might be, and they might 
a'so be supplied at a cheaper rate. It 
the Government erected these kiosks and 
received rent for them, he wisied to kaow 
who determined the amount of rent. 
Some of the contra:tors had written 
asking for an interview with him in 
order to explain the circumstances under 
which they supplied refreshments, but he 
thoaght that was an abominable practice, 
and he trus:ed the refreshment contractors 
would take warning and not renew those 
invitations to anyone who haprened to 
complain of the price and quality of their 
refreshments. 


Str JOHN GORST (Cambridge 
University) said he desirel to have 
an explanation in regard to an in- 
cident which took place last winter 
when most hon. Members were out of 
town. He alluded to the two old ladies 
whose stall was removed from St. James's 
Park. He did not know what their 
rights were, but it was stated in tie Press 
that these old ladies were evicted from 
their stall in a manner quite unknown in 
this country, although it might be cus- 
tomary enough in Ireland. Thev were 
only reinstated in the position which 
they now held by the intervention of a 
power whose name could not be men- 
tioned in the debates in that House. A 
great deal was said in the public Press on 
the matter, and he thought the noble 
Lord should explain authoritatively what 
was done. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) 
said the trade which was now being 
conducted by the two old ladies was 
absolutely different from that which 
they carried on before. This gave one 


caterer who was doing an illegitimate 
trade there to the detriment of the 
traders in the locality. 


Lorp BALCARRES, replying to the 
Question of the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
ma the Member for Sheffield, said that 
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the park: attendants appointed during the 
last two years had been retired soldiers 
and sailors. The hon. Member for 
Haggerston had asked about the chair 
rents. The sum of £1000 was paid by 
the man who held the contract. The 
contract would expire at the end of the 
present year, and, no doubt, during the 
summer or autumn the whole question 
would have to be reconsidered. The 
hon. Member had been misinformed as to 
the number of free seats. There were 
between 600 and 700, and the number 
had not been diminished in Hyde Park. 


Mr. CREMER said he had known the 
parks for forty years, and he bad noticed 
that the free seats had been gradually 
diminishing in number. 


Lorp BALCARRES said the free seats 
were moved about from time to time, 
but the total number was not only not 
smaller, but rather larger. As to 
Regent’s Park, the New Works Vote 
contained an item of £1,000 for 
the purpose of buying up the central 
kiosk. Hitherto the rent received by the 
Office of Works had been £4a year, That 
arrangement was now coming to an end. 
They hoped to obtain under the new 
arrangement £250, after the outlay of the 
£1,000 which had been sanctioned by the 
Treasury. At to the two old ladics 
referred to by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Cambridge University, he 
had really little to say. There were, in 
the old days, a large number of establish- 
juents similar to that formerly held by 
these ladies. They existed pretty well 
all over the parks. Notice was given a 
good many years ago to the persons who 
occupied similar places, and they recog- 
nised that they had no title or status. 
They received small compensation to give 
up their tenure. In this case, as hon. 
Members knew, there had been a great 
deal of newspaper discussion, in which 
there had been much exaggeration. The 
right of occupation, being terminable, 
had expired, and there was some kind 
of informal tenancy. As the right hon. 
Gentleman had said, another place was 
substituted further down on_ the 
Horse Guards Parade. The tenure 
on which the two old ladies occupied 
the kiosk was terminable at the decease 
of one or both. It was not desirable, 


Lord Balcarres. 
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as hon. Members would agree, that such 
a tenancy should be allowed to become a 
freehold. It was not in the interest of 
the Crown, the public, or the Department, 
that they should countenance any claim 
for freehold in respect of such oc“tpation, 
With regard to what had been said by 
the hon. Member for Dublin County he 
hoped the statement made was not well- 
founded, but, of course, it was a matter 
upon which inquiry ought to be made. 


Mr. CREMER asked whether the 
same rule that was to be applied in 
regard to the kiosk in Regent’s Park 
would be applied to the kiosk in Kew 
Gardens, and to similar establishments 
where they existed in other parks, He 
could not find that any rent was recorded 
for the kiosk in Kew Gardens, where an 
enormous business was done. 


Lord BALCARRES said a rent was 
recorded. Some of the kiosks were very 
old. As in the case of the Regent's 
Park kiosk, whenever the present tenures 
expired the opportunity would be taken 
of increasing the rents and improving 
the services. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he was sure the 
public appreciated the extension of 
Richmond Park male by His Maiests 
through the removal of the railing round 
the enclosure. The finance, however, 
showed an increase from £3,000 to £5,000, 
Certain offices were to be abolished and 
certain new ones created. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Xesolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next; Committee also report Pro- 
gress; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
ADJOURNMENT (UNDER STANDING 
(ORDER No. 10) (EDUCATION ACT, 1902. 

BOROUGH OF EAST HAM). 

*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.) 
said the importance of the question 
which he had to bring before the notice 
of the House would not be doubted. 
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For the first time in the course of | stitutional as that which ther had 
municipal government in modern times adopted. Although not connected with 


a large local authority was found 
unanimously and emphatically declaring 
that it would no longer continue to 
discharge its statutory obligations, not 
from any dislike of them, but because of 
its inability to meet the consequent 
financial charges. The result of the 
action of the local authority of Kast Ham 
was that thousands of chitdren were to 
he turned into the streets and hundreds 
of teachers and other officials were to be 
dismissed, The whole work of popular 
education was to be brought to a stand- 
still. That incident in itself would make 
this question important; but it did not 
stand alone; and the fact that it 
was typical of a disposition prevailing 
throughout a large area, made it assume 

position of considerable magnitude. Nor 
would the undoubted urgency of the 
question be contested. Unless some 
modus vivend/ could be found within the 
next few weeks, there would be 23,000 
children at the close of this month with- 
out school accommodation in Kast Ham. 
Seven hundred officials had received 
notice to quit their employment and 
they must find their livelihood elsewhere. 
This must not be taken tg be the view of 
one set of councillors alone, either, be- 
cause 1t Was no exaggeration to say that 
several local authorities representing 
probably a population of 2,000,000 at 
least were watching anxiously for the 
comment of the Prime Minister in order 
themselves to decide what action they 
would take in the near future. 

On April 18th last the council of the 
municipal borough of East Ham had be- 
fore it the materially increased demand of 


‘1, in the rate for educational purposes. | 


Three new schools were wanted, and in 
that district such was the value of rate- 
able property and such the population, 
that from 2d. to 3d. in the £ would be 
required to build a single school. Con- 
fronted with this burden, which they could 
hot support, they at once resolved not to 
continue to administer the Act of 1902 
and instructed the education committee 
to bring their work under the Act to a con- 
clusion. Admitting the temptation and 
the irritation under which they acted, and 
sympathising very fully indeed with the 
object they had in view, he could not 


«xpress approval of a method so uncon- , 


the borough of Kast Ham, but represent- 
ing the neighbouring one of West Ham, 
he felt himself bound to take the action 
he now took, because for nine years past 
he had been very closely associated with 
this question. In 1896, when the heavily- 
rated districts applied to Parliament for 
relief, he, with the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean, 
forced the matter on the attention 
of Parliament and did something to secure 
the bringing about of the Necessitous 
School Boards Act. Both the right hon. 
Baronet and himself recognised at the 
time that that Act could not fulfil the 
legitimate desires of the ratepavers of 
those districts, and they did not allow 
the question to be pushed aside, but did 
their best to keep it before the House. 
With the Edueation Act of 1992 the 
burdens of those districts became greater, 
and since then, particularly during the 
last five months, he had been engaged in 
attempting to bring this subject before 
the House. Therefore, although, as he 
had said, he could not approve of the 
action Kast Ham had taken, yet having 
been so long associated with the question 
he had thought it his duty to bring this 
subject to the notice of the House at the 
earliest opportunity. 

The two once tiny villages of West Ham 
and East Ham had become within the 
last thirty yearsdensely-populated areas, 
dormitories and nurseries of London. 
The population of the borough he 
had the honour to represent had grown in 
that time from 30,000 to nearly 300,000, 
and if that one fact were kept in recol- 
lection four-fifths of the present position 
was explained. In the same _ period 
East Ham had attained a population ‘ol 
117,000. uring the life time of Colonel 
Makin, who used to represent that part o! 
Essex in the House, the electorate had 
risen from 8,000 to 148,000. Land which 
thirty vears ago was a marsh was now 
inhabited by 500,000 peopl». It had been 
said that it would have well repaid the 
West Ham Borough Council to purchase 
every plot of waste land within its area 
and make it waste land for ever to prevent 
any tenement being built upon it, as it 
was impossible t» erect on land within 
that area tenements of sufficient value to 
pay for their upkeep municipally. Another 
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fact to remember was 
necessities of civilisation had had to be 
met in thirty years. With the exception 
ofa few ten vears loars, every siug'e loan 
contracted during the last thirty years 
was still outstanding, and their capital 
charges were consequently heavy. Until 
all these debts were paid off these dis- 
tricts would be in the particular ditficulty 
which he was endeavouring to explain to 
the House. Protests had been made 
against the time allowed by the Local 
Government Board for the repryment of 
these loans as being far too short, and 
that was one of the things which 
affected East Ham at this moment, 
because whereas the Board of Education 
gave fifty vears as the period in which 
loans for school buildings should be re- 
yaid, the Local Government Board 
restricted the term to twenty-eight vears. 
With a population of 117,000 East Ham 
had a rateable value of only £468,000, 
and the net produce of a penny rate on 
the Poor Law assessment was only £1,754. 
They had to prov'de accommodation for 
25,000 scholars. While throughout 
England and Wales the general rule was 
to provide for one-sixth of the population, 
in towns like East and West Ham it was 
necessary to provide for a much !arger 
proportion. So far as the provision of 
secondary education was concerned thev 
had been able to do very little, although 
every penny of the so-called whisky 
money had been spent on building and 
maintaining in West Ham and East Ham 
respectively two of the finest technical 
institutes that were to be found in the 
country. They had therefore never 
failed in their duty. The difficulty was 
that they had this large percentage of 
children to accommodate. 


Adjcurnment, 


The elementary education rate, under 
these conditions, during the last half-year 
reached an amount equal to 2s. 9d. in the 
£ forthe year. He did not think any- 
body in the district believed that this 
position would have been avoided had 
the Education Act of 1902 not been 


passed, but it was possible that it had | 


come earlier than it would have done had 
that Act not been passed. Trouble 
would have arisen under the old condi- 
tions with absolute certainty, for the 
burden entailed by taking over the 
voluntary schools in the district was but 


Mr, Ernest Grey. 
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slight, the average attendance in volun- 
tary schoolsat that moment being less than 
700. He understood that in the borough 
of East Ham a rate of 10d. in the £ was ab- 
sorbed in meeting capital charges, and in 
the adjoining borough no less than ls. !d. 
in the £ had to be taken before a single 
penny of the rate went to educational 
maintenance. One might take it that the 
general position of West Ham was very 
similar. Ir had a large child population, 
small capital value, and the whole of its 
cap:tal charges still outstanding, hence 
much of the present evil. Those who in- 
habited better-favoured districts could not 
comprehend the sense of injustice which 
was deep-rosted throughout these areas. 
People looked round the country and 
saw that of administrative counties as 
local authorities under the Act of 1902 
there were only five where the rate for 
educational purposes reached Is. and no* 
one where it touched 2s, Of the county 
| boroughs forty-seven had a rate exceed- 
ing ls., and one, West Ham, a rate ex- 
ceeding 2s. In that borough the tate 
for last year was 2s. 83d. and they had 
just decided to levy a rate for the ha'f- 
year which, if spread over twelve months, 
equalled 2 rate for educational purposes 
alone of 2s. 1132. There were forty-five 
non-county boroughs which hal reached a 
rate of is., and one, East Ham, hal 
reached nearly 3s, In thirty-four urban 
districts the rate had reached Is. and in 
four of these it had reached 2s. Of county 
boroughs they had Bournemouth with a 
rate of 53d., and West Ham, 2s. 11 !d.; 


of non-county boroughs, Grantham 
with 4d., and East Ham, 3s.; «i! 
urban districts, Wimbledon with 5d., 


and Walthamstow with 2s. 5d. Was 
it rAlsonable to suppose that the 
inhabitants of these districts, their re- 
presentatives and their local councillors, 
would not protest against an inequality 
of thischaracter! There was much to be 
said for those who under such a sense of 
injustice took a step which perhaps was 
not fully justifiable. 


He would probably be-told that the ex- 
travagance of the local authority was the 
cause. It was easy for those who repre- 
sented districts of large rateable values, 
where a great proportion of the schools 
were provided by charitable people with- 
out any contribution from the ratepayers, 
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to say that this was the result of extrava- 
gance. But if they had been extravagant 
that extravagance had been condo.ed by 
the Board of Education. Who set the 
standard of efficiency? Whitehall! Had 
thev been extravagant in teachers’ salaries 
or in the purchase of sites? Let them 
be compared with London, Manchester, 
or Birmingham. Was the extravagance 
in other matters? Tae general district 
rate last haif-year in East Ham was only 
1s. Jld. in the pound. If the local 
authority were extravagant, it must be 
with the money of the artisan and trades- 
man—that was, at their own expense— 
and who, indeed, with a total rate of 19s. 
or Ils. inthe pound, would embark on anv 
expenditure that could possibly be 
avoided? Hecould understand extrava- 
vant expenditure when the rats were low, 
but for the last thirteen years there had 
not been a municipal contest in the 
borough of West Ham where the question 
of the reduction of the rates was not pro- 
minent. It could not be said that the 
local authority had been extravagant in 
building schools, unless it was extrava- 
gant to provide buildings which were 
omfortable, sanitary, ani suitable. 

He had dealt pretty largely with the 
causes which had led up to the present 
yosition in West Ham and Kast Ham— 


but in boroughs lke Walthamstow, 
Tottenham, towns in the Wost 
Riding of Yorkshire and in South 
Wales—places which were not the 


overflow of large cities, but which stood 
quite alone and had grown up round 
large mines or other manufacturing in- 
dustries, where there was a large popula- 
tion and a low rateable value, similar 
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'tarian squabbles to take into serious 


trouble existed. In his judgment, | 
the Act of 1902 did not bring | 


about this evil. 
the position? In 1897 the Government 


How far did it affect | 


passed the Act popularly known as the | 
ceived under Section 10 on an average 


Necessitous School Boards Act. ‘The 


a nount of the aid grant given under that | 


Act depended on three 
tateable property in the districts; the 
child population ; and the amount of the 
rate that had to be levied in order to 
meet capital charges. That Act was re- 
pealed by Section 10 of the Act of 1902. 
He was the only man in the House who 


moved that that Act should be retained, | had carried it out smoothly. 


and he protested against the change. 
3ut Parliament was too busy over sec- 


factors —the | 


consideration the financial question. 
And what was the consequence? There 
were some districts which with a rate of 
2s. in 1897 were declared n2cessitous and 
received a considerable subyention. 
Those districts now, with a rate of 3s., 
actually received less money under Sec- 
tion 10 than they would have rec2ived 
had the Act of 1897 remained in force. 
The Act of 1902 only expedited the 
position. 


An HON. MEMBER: It expedited 


many positions. 


*\Ir. ERNEST GRAY said that the 
trouble would have arisen under the old 
Act, but arose somewhat earlier owing to 
the change which had since been made. 
Che old Act took account of three factors 
in fixing the anount of aid granted, but 
Section LO of the later Act omitted one of 
those factors—the amount of rate which 
had to be levied in order to meet capital 
charges. He remembered the First Lord 
of the Treasury saying— % 

“We are about to give 4s. in respect to every 
child, and the remainder of the sum will be 
listributed in proportion to the poverty of the 
listrict. The greater the poverty the greater 
the grant.” 


He was perfectly convince that that 
was the belief and full intention of the 
right hon. Gentleman. He might be 
allowed to say that he had had many 
conversations with the First Lord of the 
Treasury on the subject during the past 
nine years, and had found nothing but 
the utmost sympathy on the part of the 
right hon. Gentleman with the heavily 
rated districts. It would be chuirlish on 
his part were he not toacknowledg> that, 
even though it might no‘ be eredited in 
some quarters. In West Ham, according 
to the borough treasurer, the amount re- 


attendance of 51,000 for the year ended 
March, 1905, was £25,504 10s., as against 


| £27,577 accruing on the same averaze 


| attendan’e under 


‘and £300 this year. 
| Kast 


| 


the Act of 1897, At 
East Han there was a loss of between £200 
In West Ham and in 
Ham they had always loyally 
accepted the Education Act of 1992 and 
The only 
obstacle in both boroughs to its success- 
ful working was the disinclination on the 
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not because they had a dislike to educa- 
tion in itself, but they felt that that 
which was an Imperial necessity should 
be made an Imperial charge, and that the 
localratepayers oughtnot tobe called up>n 


to bear the whole of the burden. 
He hoped the Government would 
not have recourse to a mandamus 
against the council. The — proper 
remedy was to restore the Act of 
1897 with a more liberal scale, with- 
out disturbing Section 10 of the 
Act of 1902. There should be a 
sliding scale of grants which should 


expand as local necessity increased and 
contract again as that necessity expired. 
On behalf of East Ham and of his own 
county borough, he appealed to the 
Government, not for charity, but for 
justice. He would close with the words 
used by the Prime Minister in connec ion 
with the Aliens Bill, that that which was 
a national benefit ought to be a national 
burden. That was the case with educa- 
tion. In his opinion it would only be a 
fair thing to provide that a larger share 
of the cost of education in this country 
should be thrown on the National 
Treasury. 


*Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
said that, in seconding the Resolution 
movel by the hon. Member for West 
Ham, he wished to point out that there 
was nothing of greater importance than 
the question of the administration of the 
Education Act of 1902 in the poorer 
districts of the country. He thought it 
must be clear to every one who had 
listened to the speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber that whatever good will the:e might 
be in such a district as East Ham, the 
financial conditions at present were so 
onerous that, unless some relief was given 
by the Government, it was hardly to be 
expected that the local education 
authority could fulfil its 
duties. He would say at the outset 
that he realised the extreme difficulty of 
the position. 
on both sides of the House was anxious 
to put education on the b.st pos-ible 
footing, so far as administration was 
concerned, There was no question here 
of sectarian animosity on which the two 
sides of the House should be divided. It 


was undoubtedly true that {in poor dis- 
Mr. Ernest Gray, 


He thought that everyone | 


{COMMONS} 


part of the ratepayers to find the funds— | 


educational | 
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tricts like East Ham the burden of 
elucation was felt in a very special 


manner, He did not say that Kast Ham 
was the worst instance; he thought that 
the ratepayers in all districts had at pre- 
sent great reason to complain of the enor- 
mously heavy burden which education 
was throwing on them, That was a very 
bal policy from the point of view of 
education. One of the first steps to be 
taken should be to make such a reappor- 
tionment of the burden of education in this 
country thatthe people in various localities 
who were doing their best to provide the 
most efficient system of education might 
feel that they were fairly treated with 
regard to expenditure, and that as far as 
possible the burden was put on a fair and 
equitable basis. He did not rise as an 
apologist for the local authority in East 
Ham. It was a mistake to allow a dis- 
like to an Act of Parliament or a sense 
of injustice to be brought forward as an 
excuse for the local authority not carry- 
ing out the duty imposed upon it by 
the House. The Education Act in its 
main provisions undoubtedly had been a 
ereat educational reform, and it was 
lamentable, whatever the cause, that cer- 
tain local authorities, owing to their dis- 
like of the law, should refuse to obey it. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): What do 


you think of the Coercion Act ? 


*Mr. CRIPPS said all Acts of Parlia- 
ment which were effective. and which had 
to be administered, of course imposed 
certain obligations on the administering 
bodies. That was a truism. It was 
a serious question, iowever. if the local 
authorities, on whom they had always 
relied for carrying out the law, instead of 
taking such measures to get the law which 
they disliked altered or repealed, refused 
to administer it, which as loval subjects 
they ought to do. 


Mr. DILLON: Why do you encours 


them by seconding this Motion ? 


*Mr, CRIPPS said that if a private 
individual had a conscientious objection 


| to certain provisions of the law and wishe! 


to emphasise that objection by endur- 
ing the penalties for breach of the Jaw, by 
all means let him do so. But a loca! 
authority was in a very different positio? 
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from an individual, for it was part of the 
governing machinery of the country. 
Whatever the difficulty might be in 
carrying out an Act of this kind, he 
hoped the East Ham local authority, 
having made their protest, and as he 
hoped having got some promise from the 
(iovernment with regard to the burden 
of which they legitimately complained, 
would in future administer this Act. 


Adjournment. 


Asto the cause of the discontent in East 
Ham, he was in thorough sympathy with 
it. Nothing could be more harmful than 
placing an undue burden on the rate- 
pavers in a particular locality. If a 
reform was to be carried out tairly and 
efficiently, the first step was to see, if 
possible, that the burden should be so 
equitably distributed that no individual 
person should have a sense of unfairness 
being dealt out to him. What was the 
condition as regarded East Ham? The 
ratepaver there found that the burden 
was five or six times as much as it was 
other 


in some localities which were 
carrying out the same duties. He 


believed that the Act of 1902 was passed 
with the intention of not taking away 


from necessitous districts the grants 
which they got under the Act of 1897. 
The Prime Minister stated more 
than once that the Act would 
not distribute the burden in the 
future to the disadvantage of the 
ecessitous districts. But no one 


could foretell exactly how a scheme of 
this kind would operate, and now they 
knew that it was to-the distinct dis- 
advantage of these poorer districts, he 
thought they were entitled to ask that 
those districts should be put in as fair 
a position as they were in before the 
Act was passed. They were dealing 
here, too, not with a local burden in the 
ordinary sense, but with a national 
service—that of education; and, if in a 
particular locality, such as East Ham, 
the burden was so extreme, ought not 
the national character of education to 
be further recognised, and onght not 
further State assistance to be given ? 
Nothing could be more extravagant 
for the ratepayers than our present 
system with regard to the incidence of 
the burden of national education. He 
should entirely agree that where the 
ratepayer contributed he ought to have 
VOL. CXLV, [Fourrn Sertzs.] 
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control. As long as the level of educa- 
tion was determined by one body, which, 
he thought, ought to be the Board of 
Education, and the funds had to be 
found by another body which had no 
control over it, and, he thought, ought 
not to have, they would have a wasteful 
system, and one not in accord with fair 
and equitable principle. 

Now, was it wonderiul that, under 
these circumstances, friction had arisen 


in the poorer districts like East 
Ham? Speaking from the point of 
view of an educationist, who wanted 


education in this country to be raised 
to the highest possible level, it 
was the greatest mistake to impose 
an unfair burden on the ratepayers. 
A large amount of property escaped con- 
tribution to the rates, and it was only fair 
that all wealth should bear a share of the 
national burden in providing a system 
of national education. Although no one 
could justify local authorities in refusing 
to carry out their duties, yet in asking 
the Government to enforce those duties 
he would first ask what were the causes 
of discontent, and if they were we'l 
founded he thought it was part of the 
duty of the Government to do what they 
could to introduce necessary reforms. 
Those were the two grounds on which he 
seconded the Resolution. He hoped that 
the Government would say on the one 
hand that education must be carried out 
in Kast Ham as in any other part of the 
country, and he thought there was 
especial necessity in East Ham for that to 
be done, because in the poorer districts 
it was especially necessary that the system 
of primary education should be carried 
out. He also hoped that in enforcing 
that duty the Government would bear 
in mind there were real causes upon 
which discontent was founded, and 
would do what they could to dis- 
tribute the burdens of education so 
that no ratepayers could plead that an 
unfair share of the burden was laid 
upor them. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Mr. Ernest Gray.) 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said the House had listened to two 
remarkable speeches, the moral of which 
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was a clear hint to local authorities, | 
that if they only rebelled loudly and 
violently enough they could get the) 
Government to do all they wanted. | 
Might he suggest the hint to Merioneth ? | 
What would have happened if East | 


Ham had been in Ireland? The 
hon. and learned Member had said 
that he had always laid it down 
that if these local people paid, 


they must have the control. He did | 
not lay that down in 1902, As a) 
matter of fact he not only did not lay it | 
down, but he voted it down. The posi- 
tion in which they found themselves was 
the result of the slap-dash way in which a 
number of vital questions were dealt with 
in the Bill of 1902. Without any warn- 
ing the Prime Minister came down with 
a long and intricate scheme for a special 
aid grant partly in order to commend the | 
maintenance of voluntary schools to 
people who had not complete control over 
them, and it was pointed out at the time | 
that the scheme would not do what 
the Prime Minister said it would do. 
They had to apply a system of finance 
to education in very seriously varying 
conditions. East and West Ham were not 
the extreme The two extreme 
cases were Bournemouth with a rateable 
value of £90 per child and Gateshead 
with a rateable value of £21 per child, 
The Prime Minister decided by the Act 
of 1902 to abolish the special aid grant 
under the Act of 1&70 and the further 
attempt to meet the matter made under 
the Act of 1897, thanks to the efforts | 
mainly of the Members for the Forest of 
Dean avd North West Ham. In lieu he 
gave them a weird sliding seale. Under the 
Act of 1897 West Ham got £18,000, but | 
under the Prime Minister’s scheme they | 
only got £5,000 a year, and they had to 
provide £11,000 more than ever before for 
the voluntary school children. Of course, 
they did not like it. East Ham, as a 
matter of fact, did better under the Act 
of 1902 than before. The whole of the 
-pecial aid grant, which amounted to 
£2,200,000, was spent by the allocation 
ofj4s. per head all round, but there was 
no need to do that in all cases. The 
Prime Minister wanted to commend the 
Act of 1902 to localities by a lavish 
allocation of money. Then under Sub- 
section b of Section 10 of the Act 
the Government gave Idd, for every 


Cases, 





Dr. Macnamara. 
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2d. when the proceeds of a penny rate 


| +» ee ° 
| divided among the whole children in the 


area fell below 10s. The right hon. 
Gentleman was in reality throwing 
£1,000,000 away if, as he stated, in 
1902, his purpose was to assist poor 
neighbourhoods. If he meant business 
he should have given the whole of the 
£2,200,000 to the necessitous schools, 


jand then he would not have had East 


and West Ham coming to the House and 
inciting other authorities to rebellion. 
This was the result of the Governmeat’s 
bungling. East Ham naturaily did 1ot 


like it, but he objected to their coming 


down to the House and asking it 
to break the law. There was a remedy 


| provided in the scheme of the Act of 


1902, Section 10, Subsection 6. That 


| scheme should be widened and extended 


in its application, as he had urged in 
November, 1902, whilst the Government 


| ought to find another £1,000.000 for the 


necessitous areas. He dissented entirely 
from the views of the mover and seconder 
of the Resolution as to the nationalisa- 
tion of the education charge. That was a 


'dangerous proposition to put to the 


people. It was true that education was 
largely a national service, but there 
ought always to be a local charge 
in order to secure economy and proper 
administration, local control, and local 


initiative. The margin ought to be 
narrow and should not be more than 


one-fourth, but it would be diastrous 
to say that the whole expenses ought to 
be a national charge. 


*Mr. DAVID MORGAN (Essex, Wal- 
thamstow) drew attention to the claims of 
Walthamstow and Leyton, which he said 
had populations of 125,000 and 104,000 
respectively. Some 60 per cent. of the 
population consisted of the working 
classes who went to London in the 
early morning and returned in the 
evening. A large number of the children 
of these people had to be educated 
by the people of Walthamstow out 
of the Walthamstow rates. The edu- 
cation rate there was 2s. 8d., and in 
Leyton it was 1s. 103d., while now there 
would be added a 2d. rate for higher 
education, The House would agree that 
this was a case for assistance to be given 
from Imperial taxation. He agreed that 
it would be a very bad thing indeed if 
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the 
irom Imperial sources, because it would 
do away with local contro!, which was 
absolutely necessary and without which 
they could not secure economy or properly 
carry out the dictates of the Education 
Board. ‘There were great difficulties to 
contend with in dealing with two bodies 
such as the Education Board and the 
Local Government Board, both of which 
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whole amount were to be defrayed | ably below it. 
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East Ham had further 
been unjustly ascused of providing 
unnecessary secondary education and o: 
extravagance in providing education for 
infants. They had been compelled to 


| provide the additional accommodation, 


and in doing so had only obeyed the law. 


had to be satisfied. The case of Wal- | 


thamstow and Leyton ought to commend 
itself to the House because they hal 
carried out the Act to the best of their 
power and without a murmur. He 
confidently appealed for assistance and 
believed the House would say that some 
reli*f should be given to those necessitous 
districts which had faithfully and truly 
endeavoured to carry out the Act. 


Sirk JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) thought they were in 
a very serious position with regard to the 
educational question. Gateshead was in 


his constituency, and if there was a 


Tt hon. Members would refer to his 
Amendments tabled to th: Act of 1992, 
they would see that East Ham and other 
necessitous districts anticipated that they 
would suffer under it. In 1902 when the 
Bill was under discussion it was said tha‘ 
it would lead to an immediate increase of 
the education rate without any corres- 
ponding increase of efficiency, and it had 


done so. It was further said that it 
would encourage the formation of 


unnecessary and costly sectarian schools, 


|involving a further increase in the rate, 
and that also had been borne out by the 


district that deserved to be assisted it | 


was (tateshead, which had a population 
of 120,000, of which 90 per cent. was of 
the artisan class. They ought not to be 
called upon to bear a larger share in the 
expense of education than other districts, 
He hoped some scheme would be evolved 
to give the needed relief, and, personally, 
would do his utmost to assist in working 
out, They ought to do everything 
possible to make education popular, and 
do nothing to encourage difficulties in 
those districts where the rates were 
heavy. In the interests of education 
itself this should not be made a Party 
question but one for the nation. 


one 


*Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Kssex, Rom- 
ford) deplored the fact that the mover of 
the Resolution found it necessary 
dissociate himself from the actions of the 
East Ham authorities. He endorsed 
every word that had been said in answer 
to the allegation of extravagance that 
hid been brought against East Ham, 
and he had obtained information which 
would prove that that borough had 
recognised its obligations and had _ en- 


deavoured to educate its children as | 


cheaply as possible. 


Instead of spend- | 


facts. How did East Ham suffer now ? 
The Prime Minister at the time expressed 
the opinion that they would be better off 
under the Act, but as a matter of fact 
East Ham, which under the Act of 1870, 
as amended by the Act of 1897, would 
last year have received £11,000, only 
received under the present system 
£10,700 or £10,809; so that the Pr me 


| Minister’s view had not been borne out, 


to) 


and East Ham, while it had had a 
heavier burden imposed upon it, had 
received a smaller amount to enable it to 
discharge its duties. A penny rate 
produced very little; the £15 houses of 
which the district mainly consisted had 
been taxed to the utmost limit, and the 
council felt that they were not justified 
im impos'ng any further burden upon 
them. It was not a Party or a sectarian 
question ; it was simply that the poverty 
of the district would not allow of the 
imposition of further burdens. 


In twenty-five years the population 


had grown from 8,000 to 120,000; 
in five years the number of 


children that had to be educated had 
increased from 12,600 to 23,000, new 
schools had had to be erected, and they 
had been forced to ask for special condi- 
tions to lessen the expense. The average 
education rate throughout England was 
at the outside ls. 3d.; in East Ham it 
was 2s. 9d., and would soon be 4s.. while 


ing the whole amount authorised on | the poor rate was 3s. 2d. for the half-veir. 
their schools, they had kept consider-| He did not admit that the East Hin 
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Council had acted in so unconstitutional 
a manner as they were accused of doing. 
They had no alternative, and the position 
had been forced upon them. Conference 
after conference had been held without 
any good result. They had relied in 
great measure upon the promises of the 
Prime Minister in connection with the 
Act of 1902, but instead of being recog- 
nised as a necessitous district they found 
themselves on absolutely the same level 
as the rich districts which had no need of 
assistance whatever. They felt that they 
had a legitimate grievance ; they fully re- 
cognised their responsibilities, and simply 
asked that their grievance should be 
considered. If any hope in that direction 
were held out he believed they would con- 
tinue to administer the Act. East Ham 
educated the children, not for East Ham 
only, but for the nation generally. The 
duty had been thrust upon them, and the 
burden should be made bearable. That 
was all they asked. 


While not altogether agreeing with 
all that had been said with regard 
to the nationalisation of the edu- 
cation rate, he thought the rich dis- 
tricts should bear the same proportion 
as the poorer districts, and that a rate 
trust should be inaugurated throughout 
the country, under which the poorer 
areas should be so treated that the burden 
would rest more easily than at present. 
The population of East Ham was rapidly 
increasing, with the result that there 
would be a continuance of this grievance. 
He admitted that the question would 
have been forced to the front even if the 
Act of 1897 had remained in force, but he 
submitted that the Local Government 
Board had failed to meet the require- 
ments imposed upon the local authorities, 
and he blamed them for not having fore- 
seen the difficulties which had arisen. 
He appealed to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to see whether he could not 
find some means to mitigate the great 
grievance which existed, and to the Prime 
Minister to do what he could to carry 
out what he foreshadowed in 1902. 
If those necessitous districts had been 
placed in the position then promised 
the present action would not have been 
necessary. 


Adjournment. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) said 
the last speaker was much more bold 


Mr. Leuis Sinclair, 
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and uncompromising when speaking in 
the East Ham Town-hall. To-night he 
had contented himself with appealing 
to all possible Departments and Ministers, 
from the Prime Minister down to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer—a_ con- 
siderable step indeed—but at East Hai 
he was reported in The Times as having 
said— 

“It was the anomalies of East Ham and 
similar districts that made the working of the 
Education Act impossible.” 

The Opposition had always said the Act 
was impossible, and any convert t 
their view, even the hon. Member, was 
source of great pleasure. 

“He hoped the meeting would fortify th 
town council——”’ 

That was a somewhat military meta- 
phor for a champion of law and order— 

‘** And that there would be no climbing down 
They had taken up a position and must stand 
by it. If they had to go to prison they would 
Lo 

And here came in the self-sacrifice oi 
the hon. Member 





“Tf they had to go to prison they would go, 
and he would suggest that he should go with 
them on condition that his constituents brought 
them enough tobacco and other luxuries t: 
make the condition bearable.” 

There really seeme i to be a very grave 
state of disorder on the other side ot 
the House. The hon. Member for West 
Ham must have departed trom his views 
on this question, because when the 
Defaulting Authorities Act was passed 
with reference to Wales the hon. Gentle- 
man took a very serious view of law and 
order. They then could hardly have 
imagined he would ever appear there as 
the champion of anarchy in East Ham. 
The hon. Member declared on July L5th, 
1904, when Wales was concerned, that 
it was the duty of the Government to 


see that the law was carried out. How 
different must be the hon. Member's 
position to that of the hon. Gentleman 


who would go to prison. He could think 
of no worse punishment for either than 
that they should go together. The hon. 
Member then stated— 

“It was their duty to carry out the will of 
Parliament.” 

That was a very fine proposition in 
the abstract so long as it was applied to 
Wales or to Ireland, but when it came 


‘to East Ham it wasa very different 
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matter. It was then the duty of the 
Government not to carry out, but to 
‘Iter the law. 

The great pomt of the mover and 
-econder of the Motion was equality 
of treatment. That raised a _ very 
large question. Were hon. Members 
ipposite in favour of equalisation of rates 
ll round? The cost of education was 
not the only national matter, What 
about the poor rate? If equality of 
treatment was the principle underlying 
this Motion, he hoped the Board of 
Education would go in for equality of 
treatment. If East Ham was to succeed, 
he hoped Wales also would have some 
measure of success in the steps she had 
taken. It was true that Saxon and 
Celtic methods were a little different. 
In one case it was a question of cash, in 
the other conscience. Of course the 
Government would have more sympathy 
with the cash view. The Prime Minister 
had taken the intolerable strain from 
the Churchmen and put it upon the 
ratepayers generally; but if the violent 
methods of East Ham were going to suc- 
ceed in making the Government climb 
down, then the peaceful methods of 
Wales should be entitled to similar treat- 
ment. He asked the Prime Minister 
to treat all parts of the country in the 
same way. They were in some little 
lifficulty in one part of Wales with re- 
spect to the Education Act; and three 
schools in the county of Merioneth had 
been dealt with, at least to some extent, 
under the Defaulting Authorities Act. 
If East Ham, by this step, a distinct 
breach of the law and of the Constitution, 
was going to succeed in making the 
{rovernment climb down, he trusted that 
they in Wales, who had administered 
the law within the letter of it up to now 
would be entitled to the same treatment 
and the same measure of sympathy 
irom His Majesty's Government. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): The hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down, in a 
speech which contributed perhaps more 
‘o the amusement than to the enlighten- 
ment of the House—[Opposition cries 
of “ Oh’?}—I am sure the hon. Gentle- 
man will regard that as the highest 
possible praise—expressed some doubt 
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as to whether the member of the Govern- 
ment who would deal with this Motion 
would be my hon. friend who is respon- 
sible for educational matters here or 
some other member of the Government. 
Had the Motion dealt with an educa- 
tional matter it would have been my 
hon. friend who would have replied, 
but it must be obvious to everybody 
who has studied the case, even in the 
most cursory fashion, that this Motion 
has no more to do with education than 
it has with the Poor Law, and no more 
to do with the Poor Law than it has with 
education or with any other obligation 
the House may put on local authorities 
to carry out. Indeed, in the view of 
the local authority principally concerned, 
the borough council of East Ham, it is 
evident that the educational aspect of 
this question has nothing whatever to 
do with their action, but that they bas> 
the illegal policy which, in a rash and 
unhappy moment, as [ think, they have 
announced they are going to adopt, not 
the least on any educational question, 
but on certain broad issues which go 
to the very root of our whole system of 
both national and local government. 
This is their letter— 

‘*In view of the heavy rates for national 
purposes raised locally, amounting to £113,234, 
being equal toa rate of 5s. 5d. in the £, made 
up as under :—Elementary education, 2s. Ld. ; 
higher education, 2d. ; relief of the poor, 2s. 5d. ; 
this council, representing the burgesses, is of 
opinion that the rate is unjust, as the burgesses 
of East Ham are under present conditions pay- 
ing more than double their share towards 
national purposes, more particularly in respect 
of education.” 

What is the claim made by the council 
of East Ham? It is that when the rates 
reach a point which they consider— 
and, I am far from denying, consider 
rightly—to be extremely burdensome, 
and when the duty is what they describe 
as a national duty, they have a right to 
strike against the rate, and to leave 
unperformed a duty which this House 


has put upon them. I do not believe 
the Ticies will agree with that view. 
I am sure the Government do not 
agree with that view, and it is not 
one which we can for one instant 
accept. 

I must just say one word upon 
two or three points which have 


been mentioned incidentally either as 
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pailiations of the conduct of this cor- 
poration or as throwing some portion 
of the blame upon the Government. 
My hon. trend who, in a_ speech of 
great ability and moderation, intro- 
duced the debate, and the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Camberwell, both 
charged the financial clause, Clause 10 
of the Act of 1902, with having sub- 
stituted a far worse system than the 
one which was established by the Act 
of 1897, and thereby of having deprived 
the ratepavers of East Ham of money 
which. had the 1897 Act been allowed 
to remain in force, they would have 
received from the public Exchequer. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I said that East 
Ham was £2,000 to the good. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is quite right. He did not 
make that allegation with regard to 
Kast Ham. The allegation has, however, 
been made, and I think the hon. Gentle- 
man even went the length of correcting 
it. 

Mr. MACNAMARA: Yes, I did. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman is perfectly right. The clause 
in the Act of 1897 and the clause in the 
Act of 1902 depend upon different 
principles. They also deal with dif- 
ferent sums, and I may assure the House 
that under the Act of 1902 I believe 
all the corporations that were mentioned 
to-night—East Ham, West Ham, and 
other districts in the same neighbour- 
hood suffering under the same adverse 


conditions—have gained rather than 
lost money by the change. It is 
quite true that we are approaching, 


perhaps we have touched, the point at 
which the balance will be the other way. 
But since the Act of 1902 was passed, 
and at the time it was passed, the financial 
balance was in favour of those localities, 
and not against them. They have gained, 
therefore, in the interval from the pass- 
ing of the Act of 1902, and when my hon. 
friend talks of an additional burden 
thrown upon them by that Act, he is 
looking forward and not back—he is 
giving his view of what the effect will 
be in the future; he is not complaining 
of what the effect has been in the past. 
Mr. A, J. Balfour, 
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Let it be observed—and this is a very 
important point, I think, if we are to go 
to main principles, as I propose to do for 
the most part this evening—that the 
Act of 1897 made the assistance given by 
the public Exchequer to the local author- 
ities depend not upon the poverty of 
that authority so much as upon its ex- 
penditure. As the rate rose, so the assist- 
ance from this House increased. ‘That 
is a bad system; it must surely be a 
bad system. I cannot doubt that 
it isa bad system; and it really is a 
direct encouragement of expenditure 
which, if not extravagant—I mean to 
use no harsh language—is, at all events, 
on a very large scale. The Act of 1902. 
of which the hon. Gentleman opposite has 
attacked the financial provisions, at al] 
events went on a better pian, as, indeed, 
did the Act of 1870; for the assistance 
given by the House under those two 
Acts depends upon the poverty ot the 
districts, and not upon their extrava- 
gance. That, I think, is the proper plan, 
and when the subject of public assistance 
to local authorities is dealt with at a 
later date by this House I hope that 
of the two systems that will be the one 
adopted, and, if need be, developed, 
and not the rather dangerous plan which 
was adopted by the Government in the 
Act of 1897, and for which, of course, 
I take my full share of responsibility. 
as I was myself a member of it. 


I pass from that point to one or tw 
other subsidiary points which have been 
raised in the course of the debate. It ha 
been pointed out, [ think with perfect 
truth, that one of the difficulties of these 
districts arises from conditions which are 
hardly to be found in any other part of 
the island. I do not say that absolutely. 
Possibly, for instance, Gateshead, in its 
economic conditions and position, rather 
resembles East Ham and West Ham; 
but it is rare. As a rule the rating in 
any district touches all the classes con- 
cerned in the economic and social life 
of the district.;; In Manchester, for 
example, or in Liverpool, or in Leeds, 01 
in any other great industrial centre, the 
rate falls not merely upon a particular 
district of the city from which the working 
population is drawn, but upon the mills, 
the warehouses, and to a certain extent 
upon residential property. 





It does not 
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fall exclusively, as it does in East Ham 
and West Ham, upon the houses of the 
working classes. There is, indeed? an 
al divorce between East and 
West Ham and the great London dis- 
trict to which they economically and 
socially belong, but from which for local 
purposes they are divided. I believe 
that the division is entirely in accordance 
with the wishes of East and West Ham, 
I think they strongly resisted bein: 
absorbed in the metropolitan area, and 
] daresay the metropolitan area might 
not, in existing circumstances, be very 
anxious to absorb them. However that 
may be as regards the past and the 
present, nobody can deny that part of 
the difficulties which these districts feel 
urises from the fact that they are wholly 
different in their conditions from other 
industrial populations, whose rates are 
raised from many*classes — not merely 
from the workers, but from the places in 
which they work, from the greatcapitalists 
and companies by whom the industries 
of the district are carried on. Nothing 
of the kind happens in these regions ; 
hence one of the difficulties from which 
they suffer. 


But that is only a part, I have to admit, 
of the difficulty which it seems to me is 
going more and more to come upon us in 
the future with regard to local rating for 
public purposes. The facilities of locomo- 
tion are increasing every day. The tube, 
the tram, and the railway—the machinery 
for conveying working men and em- 
ployers, and clerks engaged in our great 
industrial system, from their places of 
business to their places of residence—are 
becoming so perfected that you will 
more and more find what you are finding 
now to a great extent, namely, that the 
areas of your local government do not 
in any sense correspond, as they used 
to correspond, with the natural econo- 
mic areas of a great industrial district, 
It does not affect the working class alone. 
It affects the wealthy manufacturer and 
the wealthy man of business who goes 
in every day to his business from a region 
lar removed from that place of business. 
His local interest, therefore, 
indirect interest, and, so far as his re- 
sidence is concerned, he does not con- 
tribute a single halfpenny. As regards 


all classes this process is going on, and 
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it will undoubtedly produce greater and 
greater difficulties when we try to ad- 
just our rating system to the actual 
divisions of our local authorities. This 
is so as regards this and many other 
subjects, and that the difficulty will in- 
crease I do not doubt. 


Adjournment. 


Observe, the discussion we are engaged 
upon has no relation to the educational 
merits of the Act of 1902, because it so 
happens,and fortunately perhaps, that the 
district of East Ham is not touched by any 
of the controversial divisions of 1902, 
which arose upon the question of the 
management of voluntary schools and 
in relation to religious teaching closely 
bound up with voluntary schools. Hea- 
ven forbid that I should raise those 
questions on the present occasion. An 
hon. Gentleman opposite called the 
discussion slap-dash treatment of the 
education question in 1902, but the 
discussion went on for nine months. 


*Dx. MACNAMARA said he applied 
the remark to Clause 10 of the Act which 
was rushed throughinaslap-dash manner. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It could hardly 
be applied to the discussion. Fortun- 
ately for the important issue now raised 
none of the controversial questions of 
1902 come in. In East Ham there are 
only two Roman Catholic schools, and 
the great bulk of the teaching is given 
in provided schools, and the rate the 
borough council has declared an in- 
tention to repudiate is not for the sup- 
port of voluntary, but for provided 
schools. Therefore, the only question 
for the House to consider is that of the 
obligation of local authorities to carry 
out the duties this House has imposed 
upon them. 


Now I have listened with interest 
during this discussion to see if any 
light was to be thrown on this point 
by the various speakers, but I confess 
that I have not received much illumina- 
tion from it myself—perhaps it is my 
fault. I should like to know is the 
House prepared to accept the view ad- 
vanced with great confidence by at least 
one speaker that we ought not only to 
contribute to local rates, but ought to 
do so in proportion to the poverty of 
the district ? I believe that it is a fair 
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method if we do contribute, but you 
cannot stop with the education rate, 
nor do I think it is the main one for 
which the claim could be made. We 
do contribute to education now very 
largely from the Exchequer. I believe 
the contribution, taking the whole 
country, is between 60 and 70 per cent.. 
roughly speaking. 
learned 


Now, my hon. and 
friend who seconded and my 
hon. friend who moved this Motion, are 
both in favour of what is called nation- 
alising these public services, but they 
admitted that if vou are going to leave 
localities with responsibility of manage- 
ment it is absolutely necessary to throw 
upon the locality an appreciable portion 
of the 
sense. 


cost. This is plain common 
I do not think this House would 
ever consent in any moment of insanity 
to hand over to a locality absolute con- 
trol of public funds, putting on the 
locality no charge or penalty whatever 
for mismanagement or extravagance. I 
do not say that with a contribution of 
reached 
the limit of contribution that can be 
safely given by the State. 


60 or 70 per cent. we have 


I do not lay 
down any absolute proportion, but I say 
I do 
not know what my hon. friend thinks 
the proportion should be. 


the limit cannot be very far off. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY: A shilling in 
the pound. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The pro- 
portion to the total amount is what I] 
ineant. What proportion of the amount 
spent by the locality ought to be con- 
tributed by the taxpayers of the coun- 
try. I do not say it should not be 
more than 60 or 70 per cent., but we 
approach a point where it would be 
dangerous to go much 
sufficient inducement for 
which is not 


further and 
that 
alwavs 


leave 
rigid 
practised in regard to education even 
now. In regard to Poor Law relief we 
give nothing whatever. 


economy 


I know there 
but I 


are certain small contributions, 


Mr. A, J. Balfour. 


(COMMONS! 
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do not think I need go into them. 
Broadly speaking, the whole burden of 
the Poor Law falls on the locality, and 
falls more heavily on the poor locality 
than on the rich one. Are we going to 
lay down the proposition—I am_ not 
arguing that we ought not to do it— 
that the State should contribute, and 
should contribute in proportion to the 
poverty of the district, to the local 
charge incurred for a national object / 
I do not know how that is to be decided. 
But one point has not been referred to 
to-night which is absolutely inseparable 
from the subject, and which I think must 
be considered if we are to get local govern- 
ment into a_ healthy condition. It 
appears to be the view of all the hon. 
Gentlemen who have spoken that the 
localities charged with education have 
nothing to think of but the excellence 
of the education they give; that thev 
have not to consider the means at their 
disposal to provide education, but 
merely to consider whether the educa- 
tion comes up to some ideal standard 
which is provided for them. It is said 
they cannot be blamed for spending this 
or that amount because the standard is 
laid down by the Education Department. 
I think, with deference, that is not accu- 
rate. That the Education Department is 
bound, when the country contributes so 
largely to education, to see that a stan- 
dard is maintained is not to be denied ; 
but will anybody say that had the Cor- 
poration of East Ham spent less on its 
schools there would have been any 
interference on the part of the Board of 
Education ? [‘ Yes.”"] One hon. friend 
lehind me said the borough of East 
Ham had been building two or three 
schools, and another said the fact that 
they had to build two or three schools 
more was the last straw which produced 
the present crisis, and they both sug- 
gested that the Education Board at 
Whitehall was responsible for the cost 


ot those buildings. That was quite 
inaccurate. As far as I am able to 


judge, it was not the business of this 
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corporation to build these schools at | 
the cost at which they have built them. | 
It is not a subject on which I speak with | 
any authority. But I am told that the | 
last school built in East Ham was built | 
at a cost of £18 per child, and I am told 

that the average cost of the schools re- 

cently built in Leeds was between £12 

and £13 per child. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: There is the cost 
of the ground. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: These estimates 
are made irrespective of the cost of the 
site. There may have been some local 


circumstance unknown to me_ which 
justified the expenditure in East Ham 


of £18. What were they ? 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Cost of labour 


and materials. 


and say, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


that the schools in London have been 


I am aware 


very costly, but I should require strong 
evidence to convince me that it was 
right for East Ham, on the verge of what 
it considered bankruptcy itself, to spend 
£18 6s, 10d. per head, when, as I say, in | 
other regions it is found possible to build 
for a much smaller figure. Who is re- 
sponsible for that ? 


the Education Board. 


My hon. friend says 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY said it was import- 
ant to defend East Ham from a charge 
of extravagance. In boroughs contiguous 
to London the London rate of wages and 
charges for material applied to them, 
and the schools had to be built in com- 
pliance with a whole volume of rules by 


the Board of Education. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the Education Department would hamper 
my hon. friend or the Corporation of 
East Ham with rules which they could 
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not relax in case of need. It may be— 
I am uot qualified to say—that the whole 
difference between £12 and £13 and £18 
is due to the difference of the rate of 
To 


I would 


wages between Leeds and London. 
me it is a startling proposition. 
like to have some evidence before I accept 
it. But I do not want to make a charge 
against any corporation without clear 
evidence that the charge is deserved. I 
should like to ask the House whether they 
think that an education authority shoul 
cut its educational effort according to its 
financial cloth, or do they think that an 
education policy should be pursued ab- 


he 


abstract, that a certain 
standard should be reached no matter 
what it costs to the ratepayers, and the 
ratepayers should come to the Exchequer 
“You have put upon us too 
heavy a burden, now you must find some 


I 


It does not seem to me to 


way out” ? do not think we can 


accept that. 


be in accordance with common sense. 


IT recognise that the burden of the rates 
in the eastern part of London and some 
other parts of the country is increased 
of the requirements 


in consequence 


|which this House has put upon them 


Eduea- 


tion Act of 1902, or any other particular 


—not in consequence of the 


Education Act, but in consequence of the 


burden of education which we have 


'thrown upon them—in consequence of 


the standard of education required {by 
the community, But if the cost has risen 
and is rising by excess in that and other 
municipal directions, how are you going 
to deal with it? It is very simple to say 


it shall be thrown on the Exchequer. 
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In the first place, the burdens of the 
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Exchequer to a large extent, though not | 
any local authority, they were to give a 


wholly, fall also on the ratepayer, and, in 
the second place, the cost if thrown on 
the Exchequer will inevitably modify 
your whole system of taxation. Unless 


the external circumstances of this country 


change more than I think they are likely 


to change, hon. Gentlemen opposite will 
not be likely to make those huge reduc- 
tions in expenditure which they hope to 
make. 
do it. If, then, you are going further to 
throw on this House all that the local 
authorities feel that they are unable to 
sustain, how are you going to get money 
to carry out the new obligations? Hon. 
Crentlemen do not bring together different 
parts of their own political creed. For 
instance, a great many Gentlemen desire 
to see the duty of feeding school children 
thrown upon the rates. I am not going 
to argue now whether that is a good ora 
bad system; but that the additional 
burden will be enormous is obvicus on 
the face of it. 
than can be borne. How are you going 


The burden is far greater 
to meet it? Why, of course, the Ex- 
chequer. And then I suppose we shall 
have some further claim. The very 
people who, in their philanthropic mo- 
ments, are urging this kind of expendi- 


ture are in their economic moments de- | 


nouncing the growth of the national 
expenditure and blaming my right hon. 
friend for being unable to bring forward 
Estimates smaller in amount. 


I hope I have said enough to show that 
the illegal policy which the council of East 
Ham suggested touches on issues which 
go to the very root of our whole system 

It cannot 
I think this 


of public and local taxation. 
be considered in isolation. 


House would be very much to blame, and _ 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


'the Government would be very much to 


The House will not be able to. 


Adjournment. 1012 


blame, if, in obedience to any threat from 


promise for dealing with it except as part 
of a well-considered scheme. I hope my 
hon. friend who moved the Motion, and 
who represents the district, does not think 
I am unsympathetic with the difficulties 
of the ratepayers. Even if these rate- 
payers and their representatives have 
been more lavish than they ought to 
have been, I agree in thinking that the 
inseparable circumstances of these dis- 
tricts, so long as they remain isolated, 
put them in circumstances of exceptional 


difficulty, and, it may be, of exceptiona| 


hardship. But I think that is no justifi- 
cation for the authorities of Kast Ham, 
in the first place, to lay down the pro- 
position that they have to carry out a 
great deal of work that ought to be 
carried out by the State, and then to say 
what part of the work they will not carry 
out and what partof itthey will condescend 
to carryout. All local government will 
break down unlessa standard of publicduty 
is set up which would make such a course 
quite impossible. It is the duty of this 
House—it is our duty, to whichever side 
we belong, to do our best to make the 
heavy weight of public and local taxation 
bear as evenly as we can upon the shoulders 
that have to bear them. It is our duty 
to be as economical as we can, both in the 
use of public funds and in the use of local 
funds, and I entirely separate myself 
from those, of whom there appear to be 
many on the other side of the House, 
who think economy is a virtue that ought 
to be practised by the public Exchequer, 
but a virtue which ought not to be prac- 
tised by local corporations. I do not 
hold that a corporation has only to con- 
sider the object and not the means, and 


that merely to say that the object is 
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education is an adequate justification of 
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any expenditure which can be shown, 
even in the smallest degree, to subserve 
the end of education. In public and 
private life the exigence of an ob- 


ject is not by itself a justification 
for paying for it if you have not the 
neans. It is all a question of degree 
aud of the adjustment of means to ends. 
But one thing we cannot do; one thing 
this House ought never to do; it ought 
never to tolerate on the part of any 
public authority the abandonment of the 
duties which this House has entrusted to 
it. because if we relax our principles in 
sich a matter, we shall not only be 
coing a very poor service to the particular 
community which commits the crime, 
hut we shall be committing acrime against 


te whole system of local self-government. 


Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.)} said that those who had listened to 
the speech of the Prime Minister must 
feel that this was not so much a question 
o! education as of the incidence of rating 
cenerally. They must cast their minds 
1896, when the 


brought in an important rating reform, 


back to Government 
with a promise that it was only to be 
temporary, and that the recommenda- 
tions of the Royal Commission on rating 
should be carried out. That temporary 
Act had been renewed, and yet during 
the period it had been in operation the 


(covernment had made no effort to put the 


. ° . — ! 
(uestion of rating on a more satisfactory | 


basis. 
ufiected merely East Ham. There were 
many other sufferers up and down the 
country who were equally bearing their 
burdens, and bearing them with greater 


What the Edu- 


cation Act had done was to bring into 


patience and fortitude. 
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prominence the position which our system 
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of local rating had really reached in the 
country, and to show that its inequali- 
ties, not alone in regard to London, 
but throughout the country generally, 
were such that localities could not stand 
the great additional burden which the 
Education Act had cast upon the rates. 
He thought this debate had clearly em- 
phasised the necessity for the Govern- 
ment taking in hand the whole question 
of rating instead of being satisfied with 
temporary measures which might give 


slight amelioration. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) expressed his 
profound dissatisfaction with the speech 
ot the Minister. He 
thought, a little mistaken in supposing 
East and West Ham peculiar. There 
were other places which were in the 
position of East and West Ham. His 
own constituency—although the rates 


Prime was, he 


were about 2s. inthe £ and not 3s.—-was 
a case in point. There was no question 
there of a population which worked 
lived 


The population there lived and worked 


in one district and in another. 
in the town where the rates were so high, 
and he was quite sure there were many 
other places besides East and West Ham 
where the circumstances were similar. 
One thing in which he did agree with 
the Prime Minister was that the discus- 
sion that night did bear on the wider 
question of our local taxation, and it 
was because our Imperial subventions 
were divided so unfairly, because the poor 
places got so little compared with many 
agricultural counties and many other 


That 


was the real reason why places like East 


towns, that the difficulty arose. 


and West Ham and another “* Ham ”— 


Oldham—felt the pressure in this matter. 
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He did not think that it arose from | CoLonEL BOWLES (Middlesex, En- 
extravagance. The so-called extrava-| field), as representing a district which 


gance arose in East Ham probably from | 


higher wages and increased cost of ma- 
terial. But, taking the Prime Minister’s 
own figures, supposing that East Ham 
spent £6 too much, that would only be 
£150,000, and the interest on that at 4 
per cent. would only be £6,000, or a rate 
of 33d. 


of a rate of 3}d., but of about 2s. 


They were not complaining 
6d. 
Therefore he did not think it was extrava- 
gance in building that had caused this. 


g a constitu- 


For himself, as representing 
ency in very much the same position, he 
must say he had listened with great dis- 
satisfaction to the speech of the Prime 
Minister, for he had promised nothing, 
and he had held out no hope of dealing 


with a matter that ought to have been 


had certainly suffered under the Edu- 
cation Act, joined with the hon. Member 
opposite in expressing dissatisfaction with 
the answer given by the Prime Minister. 
They ought to have widened their schoo! 
districts rather than narrowed them. 
The district of Edmonton could not be 
accused of extravagance, for it had 
built its schools for something less than 
£14 per head. When the prices paid 
in other places were considered, it might 
be said that they had practised economy. 
The rate in Edmonton must be shortly 
3s. in the £1, and that showed some- 
thing must be done to relieve the diffi- 
culties which were pressing on these 


localities. 











dealt with long ago. 


The House divided :—Ayes 116; Noes,159, 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
3eaumont, Wentworth C. Bb. 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Bowler, Lt.-Col. H.F.( Middlesex 
Brigg, John 

sright, Allan Heywood 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 
Caldwell, James 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dillon, John 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 
Ellice, CaptECS(Andr’w’sB’ ghs 


Mr. Emmott. 


Question put. 


AYES, 


Emmott, Alfred 

Eve, Harry ‘Trelawney 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alexander (L’n’rk,N.E 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Cc.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 


| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson, E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 
| Langley, Batty 


(Division List No. 15¥.) 


, Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’ Bricn, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Cor nor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. Liverpool) 

O’ Kelly, (Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Parrott, William 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Reid, Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’'th 


| Rickett, J. Compton 

| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
| Robson, William Snowdon 

| Roe, Sir Thomas 
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Kunciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
slack, John Bamford 


Adjournment. {4 May 1905} 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 

' Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, George (Norfolk) 


NOES. 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
| Goschen, Hon. G. Joachim 
Gretton, John 
| Groves, James Grimble 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
| Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
| Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords, N.W.) 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Sir A.( Stafford, W 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 
Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
| Hoult, Joseph 
Hunt, Rowland 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir R. Claverhouse 
| Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col. W. 
| Keswick, William 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, John Grant( Yorks. NR 
| Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter ( Bristol,S) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
| Lyttelton, Rt.Hon. Alfred 
| Maedona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Tver,SirLewis( Edinburgh. W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
| Maleolm, Ian 
| Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
\rkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour,Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst. Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMachael Hicks 
Beatinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

sutcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb,Rt. Hon.SirJohnC. R. 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.SirJosephC. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. AilwynEd ward 
Fergusson, Rt Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR. B.(Invern’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 


| Morpeth, Viscount 

| Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 

| Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 

' Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


| Montagu, Hon.J. Scott(Hants.) | 


| 
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White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, ArthurWalters (N. Dorset 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.( Hudders’d 


Adjournment. 


“Sn 

TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 

Ernest Gray and Mr. J. H. 
Whitley. 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, John S. 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George ; 

Ridley. S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seton-Karr, Sir, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lances.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 


| Warde, Colonel C. E. 
| Webb, Colonel William George 


Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 


| Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 


Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfriessh. | 


Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks.) 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


FOR 
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SUPPLY (51Tx ALLorrep Day). 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

[Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) in the 
Chair.! 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
Cass I. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £62,400, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the 3lst day 
of March, 1906, for the Royal Parks and 


Pleasure Gardens.” 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) asked for an 
explanation of the increased charge in re- 
spect of Richmond Park and for informa- 
tion as to the control of motor-cars there. 
There had been a great deal of com- 
plaint because the drivers of motor-cars 
utilised the good roads in Richmond 
Park as a sort of racing ground, making 
it unsafe for children to be sent there 
to find enjoyment. He noticed that a 
placard had been put up with the object 
of mitigating the nuisance, but it ap- 
peared to him to have been ineffective. 
Would the noble Lord inform the House 
what were the regulations which applied 


to motor-car driving in Richmond Park ?¢ 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
drew attention to the rates of wages 
paid to the gardeners in Kew Gardens. 
The wages paid there were considerably 
under those which were paid to men 
the same class of work in the 
He 


whether the noble Lord, to whom 


doing 
public parks of London. 
to ask 
complaints had been made on the sub- 
ject, intended to raise the wages of these 
men to the same level that obtained in 


the metropolitan area. 
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Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 


expressed the hope that the noble Lord 
would pay special attention to the 
complaint with respect to motor - cars 


Richmond Park. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) supported 
the claim put forward for an increase 
of wages to the men and bovs employed 
He did not think any- 


one would say that the servants under 


at Kew Gardens. 


the County Council were more efficient 
than those employed at Kew, and vet 
the difference in their wages was very 
serious indeed. These men had _ peti- 
tioned in the most respe:tful manner 


If hon. Members 


did not seize this opportunity of getting 


for an increase of pay. 


a reply from the Department concerned 
it was difficult to see how the question 
The 


arose here as in other Departments. 


could be raised. same difficulty 
If the men attempted to raise the ques- 
tion direct they were told that. thev 
must approach the Department through 
their superiors, and if they went to 
with 


Hon. 
treat- 


their superiors they were met 
[Cries of “* Oh !77] 


such 


rude remarks, 
did 
ment from Departmental officials. but 


Members not receive 
they were not in the position of humble 


labourers asking a civil question. 


And, it being Midnight, the Chair- 
man left the Chair to make his Report 


to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to 
again upon Monday next. 


LAND DRAINAGE AND SEWERS BILL. 
Order, for Second Reading read, and 


discharged, Bill withdrawn. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 


Twelve o'clock. 


MCMC. 
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1021 Petitions. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 5th May, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE. 

The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the unavoid- 
able absence of Mr. Speaker, owing to 
continued indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. James WI.Ltam 
Lowrner, the Chairman of Ways and 
Means, proceeded to the Table, an, 
after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing 
O:der. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Derpury-Speaker laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 


been complied with, viz. :—Local Govern- | 


ment Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 
Bill. 


Andover Lighting and Power 


- Read the third time, and passed. 


Bristol Corporation Bill (King’s consent 
Bill read the third time, and 
passed, 


Croydon Corporation Bill; Swansea 
Corporation Bill. Read the third time, 
and passed. 


Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh 
Extension Order Confirmation Bill. Con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill: Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) 


VOL. CXLV. [Fourra Serigs.] 
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| Bill. 
| mitted. 


Real a second time, and com 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Haverfordwest, Lei- 
cester, Scarborough, and Wallasey,” 
presented by Mr. Grant Lawson; 
supported by Mr. Gerald Balfour; read 
the first time; and referred to the 
[Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed, [Bill 202.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. “To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Billericay (Rural), 
Eton (Rural) (two), and the Houghton-le- 
Spring and Hetton and the Rugby Joint 
Hospital Districts,” presented by Mr. 
Grant Lawson; supported by Mr. Gerald 
Balfour; read the first time; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. 


(Bill 203.] 


PETITIONS. 


CRIMINAL NEW TRIALS BILL. 
Petition from Montrose, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


JUVENILE SMOKING BILL. 
Petition from Montrose, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
| 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition of the Scottish Licensed Trade 
Defence Association, against ; to lie upon 
| the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Aberdeen 
| (four); Alva (four); Annan; Ayr (two) ; 
Ballachulish; Ballisston; Banchory ; 
Blythswood ; Bo’ness; Bonhill; Brechin 
(three); Brydekirk ; Cardross; Carluke ; 
Cleland; Coatbridge (two); Coupar 
Angus; Dalziel; Denny; Dumfries; 
Dundonald; Dunoon and _ Kilmun; 
Dunoon and Rothesay; Edinburgh 
(two); Fauldhouse; Fraserburgh; Gala- 
_shiels (two); Glasgow (eight) ; Gourdon ; 
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Govan (two); Grangemouth; Gullane ; 
Hotts Bridge; Huntley; Inch; Jed- 
burgh (two); Kames; Kelso; Kelton; 
Kemnay (two); Kilbowie;  Kilfinan; 
Kinross (two); Kirkintillock (two); 
Largs; Longside (two); Milton of Camp- 
sie; Montrose; Morningside; Mount 
Florida ; New Monkland; Port Banna- 
tyne; Port Glasgow; Peterculter; Rose- 
hearty; Rothesay (five); St. Fergus; 
Sanchie; Selkirk (two); Stonehaven 
(two); Thurso; Tillicoultry ; Turriff; and 
Woodside ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION 
OF WOMEN) BILL. 


Petition from Montrose, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 

MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 

Petitions against; from Bishops 
Cleeve; Leigh; Kemerton; Oxenton; 
Tewkesbury; Tirley; Tredington; and 
Twyning; to lie upon the Table. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Montrose, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table, 


PHARMACY BILL. 


Petition from Montrose, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 
Petition from Ecclesall Bierlaw, against; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICANTS 
BILL. 


Petition from Montrose, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TO CHILDREN 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


Petition from Montrose, in favour; to 
lie uron the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
IRISH LAND ACT, 1903. 


Paper [presented 17th April] to be 
printed, [No. 151.] 


TRAINING COLLEGES (IRELAND). 


Return [presented 4th May] to be 
printed. [No, 152.] 
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POLLING DISTRICTS (BOROUGH OF 
HUDDERSFIELD). 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Council of the Borough of Huddersfield 
re-dividing the Lockwood Ward of the 
Borough into Polling Districts [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BOILER EXPLOSIONS ACTS, 1882 AND 


1890. 

Copy presented, of Report to the 
Secretary of the Board of Trade upon 
the working of the Boiler Explosions 
Acts, 1882 and 1899, with Appendices 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


WEST INDIES. 

Copy piesented, of Despatch to the 
Governors of the West Indian Colonies 
respecting the West Indian Mail Contract 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
(SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Tenth Annual 
Report of the Local Government Board 
for Scotland, 1904 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3363 and 3364 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Lunacy. Copy of Report to the Lord 
Chancellor of the number of visits made, 
the number of Patients seen, and the 
number of miles travelled by the Visitors 
of Lunatics between October Ist, 1904, 
and March 31st, 1905 [by Act]. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Refusal of Local Government Board to 
Sanction Alteration in Diet at Read- 
ing Vagrant Wards. 

Mr. RUFUS ISAACS 
Reading): To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board on 
what grounds the Board have 
refused to allow the departure from the 
provisions of their General Order cf the 


(Berkshire, 


18th December, 1882, so as to enable the 
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Guardians of Reading to vary the dietary 
of the casuals at the Reading Vagrant 
Wards by substituting an allowance of 
tea at night on admission in place of 
gruel; and whether the Board will re- 
consider the matter, in view of the diffi- 
culty arising from the uncertainty in the 
number of applicants for relief on any 
particular night. 


(Answered by Mr, Grant Lawson.) The 
Local Government Board attach much 
importance to uniformity in the treat- 
ment of the cisual poor, and consider 
that the dietary prescribed by their 
General Order referred to should not be 


departed from in the case of a particular | 


workhouse. It was on these grounds 


{5 May 1905} 





that they felt unable to assent to the | 
proposal of the Reading Guardians, and I | 
am afraid that I cannot promise that the | 


Board will reconsider their decision in 
the matter, I may add that there is a 
special objection to assenting to excep- 
tional diets at the present time, as the 
whole subject of the treatment of 
vagrants is being investigated by a 
Departmental Committee, 


Graduated Income-Tax in Foreign 
ountries. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether, in 
view of the forthcoming discussions on 
the Finance Bill, he will be able to present 
at an early date the information with 
regard to systems of graduated and differ- 
entiated income-tax in foreign countries 
which, on 10th August of last year, he 
said that the Secretary of State would 
endeavour to obtain. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The various 
reports which have been received are 
und-r consideration. They require con- 
siderable preparation, but will be laid 
before the House as soon as possible. 


Importation of Pigmies for Public 
xhibition. 

Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): To ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether his attention 
has been called to the proposed importa- 
tion of six Pigmies from the Congo 
Forest for public exhibition in this 
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country; whether such importation has 
the sanction of the Foreign Office; 
whether care will be taken to ensure the 
proper treatment of these aliens, and also 
to prevent the possibility of the cost of 
their maintenance and repatriation be- 
coming a charge on public funds, as has 
not unfrequently occurred in similar 
cases; whether the Foreign Office have 
ascertained that the Pigmies consented 
to leave their home entirely of their own 
free will, and whether they understand 
the purpose for which they are to be 
brought to this country; and whether 
such undesirable aliens would be ex- 
cluded under the provisions of the Aliens 
Bill, should that measure become law 
before their arrival. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) The atten- 
tion of the Secretary of State has been 
called to the proposed importation of 
Pigmies. His Majesty’s Government 
have no legal power to prevent the intro- 
duction of the Pigmies into this country 
in the absence of proof that compulsion 
has been used, but Colonel Harrison, 
who is bringing them over, was informed 
that their importation for purposes of 
exhibition was very undesirable, and 
must be entirely on his own responsi- 
bility, and at his own risk. Colonel 
Harrison has undertaken that thev will be 
well cared for, and eventually returned 
to their own country. He states that 
they have come entirely of their own free 
will, and wish to continue their journey 
to England. 


Working of Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs 

Act, 1893—Further Legislation. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): To ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture whether he proposes to 
introduce in the present session a Bill to 
give effect to some or any of the recom- 
mendations of the Departmental Com- 
mittee on the Working of The Fertilisers 
and Feeding Stuffs Act, 1893. 


(Answered by Mr, Ailwyn Feltowes.) 
The recommendations of the Committee 
are receiving my careful consideration, 
but I am not in a position at the present 
moment to initiate legislation on the 
subject. 

2M 2 
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Infant Life Protection. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- 
vil): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he has 
received a copy of the report of Miss 
Frances Zanetti, a lady inspector under 
the Chorlton Union, of the facts con- 
nected with a recent baby farming case 
in Manchester; and whether he proposes 
to introduce or give facilities for a Bill to 
amend the law to meet such cases. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) My attention has been called 
to the report in question, and { shall 
give careful attention to any further 
information which I may receive on the 
subject ; but I am not prepared to intro- 
duce legislation to amend the existing 
Infant Life Protection Act, nor can | 
undertake to recommend that facilities 
should be given to a Bill for that pur- 
pose. 


Wages of Qualified Post Office Learners 
Attached for Temporary Duty Else- 
where. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): To ask the Postmaster- 
General if he will state the amount of 
wages, including subsistence, usually 
allowed to qualified paid learners who 
are detached from their own offices for 
temporary duty elsewhere; and how long 
have these rates of pay been in force. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The inclu- 
sive rates, which have been in operation 
for many years, vary from 1&s, to 25s. 
a week according to the local conditions. 


Hours of Telegraphists in Dundee 
Post Office. 


Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): To ask the Postmaster- 


General whether he is aware that it is 
the practice in Dundee Telegraph Office 
to give a number of the operators a duty 
of six hours on Saturdays; that the 
Department claim the right as a conse- 
quence to bring in these telegraphists on 
period sufficiently long that the aggregate 
of forty-eight hours per week may be 
compiled before permitting payment for 
overtime; that on the night of the 
introduction of the Budget thirty-three 
telegraphists were listed for overtime, 
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although only twelve were required ; that 
the men whose duties were listed five or 
six hours on the Saturday were detained 
to the fullest possible extent, while the 
others were sent off duty ; and whether, 
seeing that the day in question was a 
public holiday in the city, and that the 
promise that in cases of this kind no 
undue hardship should he inflicted was 
not fulfilled, and in view of the fact 
that the Tweedmouth Committee ruled 
that all time in excess of sixteen hours 
in two days should be paid for as over- 
time, he will inquire into the whole of 
the circumstances. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 am 
inquiring into the circumstances and | 
will communicate with the hon. Member. 
[ may at once point out, however, that 
the Tweedmouth Committee did not 
recommend that time in excess of sixteen 
hours within forty-eight hours should be 
paid for as overtime, but that it should 
be counted as time and a-quarter in 
calculating the total] attendance for the 
week, 


Central Telegraph Office Staff—Case of 
Telegraphist Booth. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that, in communica- 
tions dated the 5th and 7th of April, a 
telegraphist named Booth, employed at 
the Central Telegraph Office, was  in- 
formed that his retirement from the 
service must be proceeded with, and that 
his pay would cease after the 14th inst., 
in consequence of telegraph cramp, and 
that on the 17th of April the case was 
under consideration, the  telegraphist 
having been sent for after a Question re- 
lating to his case appeared on the Notice 
Paper of this House ; and whether he can 
now state whether the instructions con- 
tained in the letter of April 7th are te 
be definitely cancelled. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I informed 


| the , ‘r,inreply to his astion 
other days, and compel them to work a | the hon. Member, inreply to his Question 


/on this subject on the 19th ultimof, that 


the necessity for Booth’s retirement was 
reconsidered on the 10th ultimo, and in- 
structions were given on that day for his 
pay to be continued. That was some 





+See page 580. 
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Questions. 


days before a Question on the subject ap- 
peared on the notice board. I have now 
given instructions that Booth should be 
transferred to another duty, and the 
notice of the 7th ultimo relative to his 
retirement will not be acted upon. 


Capital Liabilities. 

Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what is the total amount of the capital 
liabilities authorised to be created under 
the Acts named on pages 12 and 13 of 
the National Debt Account [Cd. 2065], 
1904, but not yet created at the close of 
the finarcial year 1904-5; what is the 
total amount of such lhabilities created 
and the total amount outstanding at the 
close of the financial year 1904-5; what 
is the total estimated amount of such 
liabilities to be created and to be redeemed 
during the current financial year; 
whether it is estimated that, from the 
abandonment of ay part of the works 
authorised by the sa-d Acts or from any 
other cause, the total amount of the 
capital liabilities created and to be 
created under the said Acts will be less 
than the total amount authorised to be 
created; and, if so, what is the estimate 
of the reduced total, 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The total amount of the _ liabilities 
authorised to be created, but not vet 
created on the 51st of March, 1905, under 
the Acts referred to, including £2,600,000 
authorised by the Cunard Agreement 
Act, was £14,515,960. The total amount 
of the liabilities created up to that date 
was £47,935,643, The liab'lities which 
still remained outstanding at that date 
amounted to £41,664,582. It is provi- 
sionally estimated that further [abilities 
may be created during the current 
financial year to the amount of £8,( 00,000. 
The amount provided in the current 
financial year for the redemption — of 
these liabilities is £1,684,801. Tam not 
able to give a definite Answer to the last 
two branches of the Question at present. 


Rate of Interest on Exchequer Borrowings 
and Consols redeemed during 1904 5. 


Mr.McKENNA: Toask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer what was the average 
rate per cent. for interest at which money 


wes borrowed during the financial vear 
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1904-5 under the powers to create capital 
liabilities contained in the Acts named on 
pages 12 and 13 of the National Debt 
Account [Cd. 2065] 1904; what was the 
total amount of Consols purchased for the 
redemption of the National Debt during 
the same year; and what was the average 
price at which the purchase was made. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The average rate at which money was 
raised for capital expenditure in the 
year 1904-5 was £3 4s. 4d. per cent. 
The amount of Consols purchased and 
redeemed by the National Debt Commis- 
sioners was £1,616,271 5s. 3d., and the 
average price £88-864 per cent. 


Yield of the Land Tax. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
what extent the yield of the land tax 
in the year 1904-5 was reduced below 
the amount produced in 1895-6 by the 
operation of the Act of 1896, which 
lowered the maximum rate payable from 
ts, to 1s. in the £. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The operation of the Act of 1896 has 
reduced the yield ol the land tax for 
the year 1904-5 by about £87,000, 


Graduated Income-Tax—British Colonies. 

Mere. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, in view of the forthcoming 
dis-ussions on the Finance Bill, he will 
be able to present, at an early date, the 
Return relating to systems of graduated 
and differentiated income-tax in British 
Colonies, ordered on August 11th, 1904. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The Australasian Governments have not 
yet replied to the telegrams referred to 
in my Answer to the hon. Member’s 
Question of March 22nd,f but every effort 
will be made to present the Return at 
the earliest possible date, 


Rights of British Indians in Cape Colony- 

Mr. RUNCIMAN: To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether the 
Government of Cape Colony has intro- 
duced into the Cape Parliament a Bill 





t See (4) Debates, exliii., 784. 
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limiting the right to trade in the colony 
to persons who can write in a European 
language, including Yiddish, and whether 
the effect of this measure, if passed, will 
be to exclude from the opportunity of 
trading many of His Majesty’s Indian 
subjects; and, if so, what steps His 


Majesty’s Government propose to take | 


to protect the rights of His Majesty’s 
Indian subjects. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) | 


I have seen a Bill introduced into the 
Cape Legislature which provides that 
the resident magistrate or Licensing Court 
granting general dealers’ licences may, in 
considering an applicat:on for a licence, 
have regard inter alia to the ability of 
the applicant to keep intelligible records 
of his transactions in some European 
language. The Cape Attorney-General, 
in moving the Second Reading of the 
Bill, laid stress on the necessity of this 
provision in view of cases of insolvency, 
and pointed out that it was not necessary 
that an Indian should himself write or 
speak English. Similar legislation has 
been in force for several years in Natal. 
See p. 37 of the House of Commons 
Return No. 383, Session 2, 1900. 


The Artillery School of Gunnery. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he can state whether it is intended to 
establish the Artillery School of Gunnery 
at Golden Hill Fort, Isle of Wight, in lieu 
of at Shoeburyness, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The reply is in the negative. 


Discharges of Civilian War Office 
Employees at Portsmouth. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
called to the effect occasioned at Ports- 
mouth by the discharge of civilians in 
the employment of the War Office, many 
of whom have had upwards of ten years 
service, in order to make room for old 
soldiers ; and whether he can say to what 


extent this practice as laid down by the. 


War Office is to be carried. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster,) The Question 
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the Military Works Loans. The works 
under these loans are reaching completion 
at many stations, and as a considerable 
amount of the work done under them is 


carried out by temporary employees, the 


services of a number of these men are no 
longer required. There is no question, 
therefore, of their being replaced by old 
soldieto. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL 


{SeconD READING.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. HUNTER CRAIG (Lanarkshire, 
Govan) in moving the Second Reading of 
the Bill pointed out that this was not a 
new measure. It had been brought for- 
ward by successive Members of Parlia- 
ment. In 1884 a Bill specia'ly dealing 
with Scotland was introduced by the 
late Mr. McLagan, but long before 
that date—as early as 1864—the hon. 
Member for the Camborne Division, who, 
with continuous zeal and hero:e effort, 
had ever since then taken the lead in 
endeavouring to get legislation on this 
great national question. The principle 
of this Bill had been affirmed on three 
successive occasions by increasing ma- 
jorities of that House by the following 
Resolution—- 

‘That inasmuch as the ancient and avowed 
object of licensing the sale of intoxicating 
liquor is to supply a supposed public want, 
without detriment to the public welfare, this 
House is of opinion that a legal power of 
restraining the issue or renewal otf licences 
should be placed in the hands of the persons 
most deeply interested and affected—namely, 
the inhabitants themselves, who are entitled 
to protect themselves from the injurious con- 
sequences of the present system, by sume 
etlicient measure of local option.” 

In 1880 the Resolution was carried 
by a majority of twenty-six, in 1881 
by forty-two, in 1883 by eighty-seven, 
and on each occasion the Scotch vote 
was practically unanimous, there being 
only three against the Resolution in 1880, 
three in 1881, and two in 1885. 


At this point, attention having been 
called to the fact that there were not 
forty Members present, and the House 


presumably | having been counted, 
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Mr. DEPUTY -SPEAKER: There | sion, including eight members of th» liquor 
being less than forty Members present | trade, gave a very scathinz pronounce- 
I now leave the Chair until four o’clock, | meat upon the subject upoi which they 
or until such time as I am informed there | had been engag:d for three yea:s. They 
is a quorum present. said— 


“Tt is undeniable that a gigantic evil remains 


A quorum being present at 12.52, | to be remedied, and hardly any sacrifice would 
| be too great which woull result in a marked 


Mr. HUNTER CRAIG, resuming his | | diminution of this national degradation.” 


speech, said that when this regrettable | The House was, therefore, considering a 
oe took place he was reviewing | trafic which the Majority Report declared 
the past history of the question and | ¢, pe a gigantic evil, leading to national 
calling the attention of the House to degradation. That declaration affecting 
what occurred on three SUCCESSIVE OCCA | the national condition of their people was 
sions when majorities of the whole House the most powerful argument he could 


voted in favour of the local veto, bring before the House to accept and pass 
—— —" bee ree - 1880, forty- that reasonable, just, and simple measure, 
— - 188 » and eighty-seven in 1883, and thus do something really effective to 
No facilities were granted by the House diminish that “ gigantic evil” declared 
for passing this measure. On each of|}) the Royal Commission on the 
these occasions the Scotch Vote was! 21, of intoxicating liquor to be a 
almost unanimous in favour of the Re- |. ational deoradation.” Since then 
solution, thus deciding that this great | the Government had made no adequate 
social question should be left to be dealt | 5. serious attempt to deal with the 
with by the inhabitants themselves who | | yestion, There had been a few small 
were most interested and affected, by some be of reform for which they were 
measure of local option. But in 1893, thaniehel They had also had that 
wien the Liberals were in power, the late | gigantic ‘eee Act of lest year 
Sir William Harcourt made an_ heroic sik en Seatah people were alia: the 
effort to introduce a Local Veto Bill, Govind lad unk ext yi Scot: 
declaring that “it was a matter |jand. In regard to that measure Lord 


dealing with a great national evil.” | pals Wh, 2a 
: cette our, speaking in the House of Lords, 
He also reintroduced his Bill in 1895, pa een 


but a dissolution taking place shortly “‘There was hardly anything in the Act that 
afterwards brought the Bill to an un-| would be welcome to Scotland. Some great 
timely end. Then no facilities were | principles of wide application were infringed 
given for the Bill, although from 1884 | by it, and he would regard it as a gross in- 
it had been regularly brought before the | Justice if applied to Scotland. 

House, until 1899, when Mr. John Wilson, He entirely agreed with that opinion, 
the late Member for the Govan Division| and so did the people of Scotland, 
of Lanarkshire, was successful in getting a | and that was why this Bill was brought 
debate and division. Hisproposal was nega- | in specially for Scotland. There were 
tived by a majority of English and Irish | special reasons why Scotland should be 
Members, though the Scotch vote showed | treated separately from England. In 
a large majority in favour of it. No less | the first place, Scotland was sixty years 
than forty Scotch Members voted in ahead of England in temperance reform. 
favour of it, and only fifteen against it. | Sunday closing had been in existence for 
It was urged in favour of delay that the | over fifty years. That was a prohibitory 
final Report of the Royal Commiss:on | Act to the extent of one day in seven, 
would be issued that year. The Royal | and no compensation was even suggested 
Commission was appointed in 1896, after | when that Act was passed, nor had any 
the Unionist Government had promised | one asked that it should be rescinded. 
in the preceding year to bring in an| They had also the Early Closing Act by 
adequate measure of temperance reform. | which all public-houses were closed at 
Delay was consequently obtained by the| 10 p.m. The circumstances of Scot- 
appointment of the Royal Commission | land were peculiar as compared with 
on the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors. In| those of England in respect that the 
1899 they issued their final Report. The | national drink was whisky, which was 
majority of the members of the Commis-! more deleterious in its effect and more 
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injurious to the brain and character! It contained three options: first, a 


of the people than beer, the national 
drink of England. The frequenters 
of the public - houses in England to 
a large extent drank beer, but the 
people who went into the public-houses 
in Scotland were of an entirely different 
character. They were of a lower grade of 
society--men who were living under the 
enslaving appetite for intoxicating liquor. 
Notwithstanding all the efforts made in 
the interest of temperance reform they 
had been entirely inadequate to stem the 
tide of criminality, poverty, insanity and 
disease which was cursing not only 
Scotland through strong drink but the 
whole of their beloved land. The con- 
sumption of alcoholic drinks increased in 
Scotland 1-76 gallons from 1856-1861 to 
1-85 gallons, 1896-1901. In the last forty 
years there had been an increase of 24,060 
offences annually in Scotland, entirely 
through drink. These were cases in which 
the offences were attributable to drink, 
but when men committed capital crime 
or serious offences when intoxicated 
they were not called cases of drunken- 
ness and they were put on a different list, 
so that the above figure was not the limit 
of offences through drink. In 1900 
criminal offences in Scotland rose to the 
enormous total of 179,821, and no fewer 
than 114,207 or 655 per cent. were due 
to drink. ‘This was surely of itself (not to 
speak of the physical and moral de- 
generacy of their people through drink) 
sufficient reason why they in Scotland 
should demand an effective measure to 
deal with that deplorable state of affairs. 
‘There was another lamentable result of 


this pernicious liqour traffic, and that was | 


the increase of insanity in Scotland. From 
1874 the inmates of lunatic asylums had 
risen from 154 per cent. to 24 per cent. 
at the present time. An overwhelming 
majority of the Scottish people, so far as 
could be ascertained, not only desired this 
Bill now, but had been calling for it for 
the last twenty years. 

This was not a licensing Bill. It 
Was a permissive measure. It left the 
control of the liquor traffic to the people 
themselves, If the people did not desire 
any change of the law then the Act 
would not come into operation. It was a 
measure to enable those most affected by 
the trade to control the sale of liquor in 
Tespective areas. 


Mr. Hunter Craig. 


probibitory clause; second, a limiting 
clause with respect to the hours of sale; 
and third, if no change was desired the 
status quo was maintained. A majority 
vote of the ratepayers—the legal and 
constitutional vote—would decide the 
question which would remain in force for 
three years. The plea, and the only 
plea, which was always put forward 
when an applicant obtained a licence 
was that the people desired it, and that 
was the only plea to which the Licensing 
Court would listen. Licenses were con- 
ferred as a monopoly to the licensees for 
one year and one year only without 
payment. The Bill simply left the 
decision to the people themselves, as to 
whether they really desired to have drink 
shops planted in their midst against their 
will and to the detriment of their home 
aud neighbourhood, producing tempta- 
tions, drunkenness, and social disorder. 


Every section of the people of Scotland 
had declared by petitions and resolutions, 
and on public platforms in favour of th’s 
Local Veto Bill. Petitions in favour of 
it had been sent by town councils, parish 
councils, school boards and church courts. 
And in order to ascertain the mind of the 
Scottish people on this great question, 
plebiscites had been taken in no fewer 
than eighty centres throughout Scotland, 
including Glasgow, with the result that 
thirteen to one were found to be in 
favour of the principle of the Bill. 


Then there was a local veto already in 
existence. Toa large extent the landlords 
vetoed the sale of intoxicating liquors on 
their estates, and nobody considered 
that a hardship. It had been affirmed 
by many reports that in accordance with 
the amount of liquor shops, so was the 
amount of crime; and that as the num- 
ber decreased, crime decreased, or as 
the number increased, so crime in- 
creased. 


This subject of local veto, al- 
though it had not yeu been adopted 
in this country, was not an untried ex- 
periment throughout the world. In every 
State in America, except four, local veto 
wasin operation. At all events, 30,000,000 
of people were living in the United 
States under local veto, about as large as 


. the combined population of England and 
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Wales, and with no idea of giving com- 
pensation to the publicans in the veto 
districts when they were dispossessed of 
their licences. Local veto existed in many 
of the Colonies and abroad in Norway, 
Sweden, Scandinavia, etc., with most 
beneficial results. Then there were many 
legal authorities in Church and State 
in favour of local veto. The Convocation 
of Canterbury had passed a resolution 
very much on the lines of this Bill, 
approving the principle of local veto, 
And the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham in 1876 
said— 

‘*The attempt to deal with this subject for 
the people, and without the people, has been 
a conspicuous failure. I am still sanguine 
that the people themselves, if wholly trusted, 
would do something to mitigate the plague, 
and stay its ravages.” 

When the late Sir William Harcourt 
made his heroic effort to deal with this, 
the greatest of our social questions, on 
the principle of local veto in 1893, he 
declared it to be— 

“One of the very first magnitude and of the 
greatest urgency. Drink being the mainspring 
and the source of the poverty and crime and 
misery of great masses of the people, you have 
to deal with a great national evil. You cannot 
trust interests so vast as this, you cannot cope 
with evils so deeply rooted by leaving them to 
the discretion of any selected class or any 
delegated body. To form habits of moral 
obligation you must appeal direct to the 
conscience of the people.” 

This was not, and ought not to be, a 
Party question; it was a national 

y Y ) 
question of the greatest importance, 
dealing with the well-being of our people, 
and it was sufficient to demand the 
greatest amount of concern from the 
Legislature. The Edinburgh Revicw long 
ago pointed out that— 

« Any trade, employment, or use of property, 
detrimental to the life, health, or order of the 
people, is, by English law, a public nuisance. 
And in suppressing it, the State assumes the 
right of sacrificing private interest to the public 
good. And this not only when the detriment 
is physical or economical, but also when it is 
moral.” 


The affirmation of that principle justified 
the right to extinguish drink shops if for 
public good. Regarding crime there 
was not only an increase of crime 
through drink in Scotland, but what they 
deplored more—if that were possible —was 
that drunkenness among women was 
largely on the increase. In his own con- 
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stituency working girls years ago would 
not have been seen to go into a public- 
house; but now they went in in company, 
got drunk and spent their Saturday to 
Monday in the police oflice. Some one 
said that a nation might last on the con- 
dition that drunkenness was only confined 
tothe males. He did not agree with that ; 
but how much more serious it was when 
the motherhood of the nation was being 
cursed by this indulgence in intoxicating 
liquors! In his own constituency there 
was one bright spot in contrast with the 
state of affairs in regard to the drunken- 
ness of women and girls. In South 
Govan there was a population of over 
6,000, and there was not one police case 
per week on the average, and the appre- 
hensions were only seven per thousand 
per annum, while in the other wards in 
Govan where public-houses were, they 
rose to seventy-six apprehensions per 
thousand, That was a concrete example 
of what they might expect in Scotland 
were the control of intoxicating liquors 
left to the people themselves. But 
the law was so constituted as to enable 
public-houses to be thrust on a locality 
unless a vigorous opposition existed. 


There was a vigilance committee which 
went round and got up petitions to the 
licensing magistrates to prevent this 
plague being forced on the people, which 
entailed a great amount of labour. So far 
their efforts had been successful, with 
the result that crime was almost nil. There 
was not one case of crime per week in that 
district containing over 6,000 of working 
class population. 


Well, what about the British working 
man and the extent to which he was 
handicapped by this terrible stream 
of intemperance which existed in the 
country?’ There was no man better or 
more able to do his work than the British 
workman, if he was a sober man; but 
the commerce and trade of the country 
were terribly handicapped through intem- 
perance. To give an example which had 
come to his own knowledge. A ship- 
builder on the Clyde told his men that 
but for broken time, largely owing to drink, 
he could build two vessels of 6,000 tons 
each annually, in addition to what his firm 
was turning out in the year. That was a 
terrible indictment, and there were ship- 
builders in the House who could confirm 
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that s'atem nt. 
plant was not only not put to profitable 
use, but othcr men were kept standing 
idle, and so the price of ships was 
increased in competition with foreign 
countries. It was the case that when a 
leading “‘ gaffer” on a job went off on a 
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spree, which he probably did once a_ 


fortnight, and was absent from the yard 
from Monday till Thursday, a whole 
squad of men were left idle until the 
“gaffer” came back—sober certainly, 
but terribly deteriorated in physique 
through his drinking bout. Now, they 
had heard a good deal of late—and they 
all rejoiced to find that Parliament was 
beginning to take an interest in these 
questions —about underfed children, 
overcrowding, and the increase of degener- 
acy among the youth of our population ; 
but if the drink problem were solved, to 
a large extent these social problems, 
which were of the greatest importance to 
the well-being of the people, would be 
solved also. They were a loyal people 
in Scotland, and Members of Parliament 
from Scotland had come for all these 
years asking that this measure should be 
passed by this Imperial House, but with- 
out avail. But really their patience was 
becoming exhausted; and it was only 
fair that Scotland, which was so hard hit 
by the liquor traffic, should have this 
measure, Why should not the Govern- 
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of most cordially associating himself 
with the temperance sentiments which 
had been so energetically voiced by 
the proposer of this Motion, It was 
most gratifying to an old temperance 
worker once again in this Chamber 
to hear such sound views, couched in 
familiar old phrases, and to know that 
while the views were practically universal, 
the phrases were still held in esteem in 
some faithful hearts. All the same he 
had been wondering, while the hon. 
Member was speaking, what was the 
| connection between those views and those 
phrases and the seemingly irrelevant pro- 
position which they had been employed 
to support. He had hoped to have heard 
some new evidence—some hard and dry 
facts—dealing with the proposition itself, 
some experiences and some results from 
other lands; because, although this 
experiment had never been tried in this 
country, it had been tried elsewhere. It 
was over half a-century since it was first 
started. Since then, it had been tried in 
many places and in many forms, and 
what one would have wished—what the 
House was entitled to expect—was that 
those who, presumably, had made this 
matter one of close, impartial, and ex- 
haustive examination, should have placed 
the result of their studies at the disposal 
of the House. That, he submitted, had 
not been done. 


ment consent to allow this measure to be | 


tried in Scotland as an example for what 
might be done in England! In con- 
clusion, he hoped that all who were lovers 
of the people, all who were interested in 
the national welfare of this great country, 
would face the terrible evil which 
existed in the centre of the Empire, 
eating out the strength of the people; 
and that, before long, the blindness 
which seemed to affect the Government 
and the country would be removed, and 
that their eyes would be opened to see 
the enormity of the evil which existed in 
their beloved land. That was the reason 
why he asked the House to pass this 
measure, and he begged to move that it 
be now read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a sccond 
time.” 

*Sir LEWIS McIVER (Edinburgh, 
W.) said he rose primarily for the purpose 

Mr. Hunter Craig. 


It was jclaimed for the Bill that a 
Resolution to a similar effect was carried 
in the House in 1883. Well, that was a 
long time ago, aud they knew less of this 
matter then than they did now. He was 
free to confess that, had he been in 
Parliament at that time, he believed he 
would have voted for that Resolution. 

| He was engayed at that time in working in 
one of the poorest and blackest quarters 
in London, doing, in fact, what, in modern 
phrase, was called “slumming;” and 
what he saw then of the evil effects of 
excessive drinking was so appalling as to 
‘have the effect on him—which it fre- 
quently had had on worthier people—it 
produced a feeling almost amounting to 
| despair, and a willingness to try pretty 
well anything that gave promise of 
mitigation. The evil was so pressing, 
so staring, so terrible that one lost one’s 
| sense of proportion. But, that was more 
‘than twenty years ago, They were now 
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twenty years older, and ought to be at 
least twenty years wiser. At all events, 
they had twenty years experience of the 
working of th’s idea in other places. 
And it was some part of that experience 
—-a conscientious and unbiassed account— 
that he maintained the House was entitled 
to expect from the mover of the Second 
teading. He was not qualified to-day 
to undertake that task. He did not 
know the latest facts and the latest 
figures. But the facts and figures which 
he acquired some years ago led him, at 
that time, to believe that they would 
never hear any more of this subject—that 
the thing had been abundantly tried under 
most favourable circumstances and had 
failed hopelessly. They satisfied him 
that this well-intended temperance 
measure had proved, where it had 
been tried, the deadliest foe which 
real temperance reform had _— ever 
encountered, That the only places 
where it had worked at all satisfac- 
torily were where it was not needed— 
or where statistics were wanting—in 
thinly - populated rural districts in one 
or two of the American States. That 
where it had been applied, in urban com- 
munities, thedrunkard had becomea worse 
drunkard; the drink had become worse 
drink, and that, in addition, it brought in 
its train other civic evils for which there 
had been no compensation whatever. 

The facts to which he had referred 
were common knowledge in America. For 
twenty vears they had been open to any- 
body who chose to study them. They were 
embodied in a dozen reports and in hun- 
dreds of articles scattered broadcast to the 
public ; but such material—apart from the 
laboriousness of its study—was always 
open to the charge of bias and prejudice. 
Happily the question had been examined, 
analysed, and dissected in the most cold- 
blooded way by a great body of distin- 
guished American scientists, known as 
the “Committee of Fifty,” a body of 
sociologists, examining existing problems 
in the dry light of naked truth. And 
they had unanimously denounced pro- 
hibition, not only as a failure, but as a 
deadly and corrupting influence against 
temperance and many other civic virtues. 
From one of their reports he took the 
following passages— 

* There have been concomitant evils of pro- 
hibitory legislation. 


15 May 1905} 


‘made conspicuous. 


The efforts to enforce it | 
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during forty years past have had some impor- 
tant effects on public respect for Courts, 
judicial procedure, oaths, and law in general, 
and for officers of the law, Legislatures, and 
public servants. The public have seen the law 
defied, a whole generation of habitual law- 
breakers schooled in evasion and shamelessness, 
Courts ineffective through fluctuations of policy, 
delays, perjuries, negligences, and other mis- 
carriages of justice, officers of the law double- 
faced and mercenary, legislators timid and 
insincere, candidates for office hypocritical and 
truckling, and officers unfaithful to pledges and 
to reasonable public expectation. Through an 
agitation which has always had a moral end, 
these immoralities have been developed and 
The liquor traffic, being 
very profitable, has been able, when attacked 
by probibitory legislation, to pay fines, bribes, 
hush-money, and assessments for political pur- 
poses to large amounts. This money has 
tended to corrupt the Law Courts, the police 
adininistration, the politica] organisations, and 
even the electorate itself. Wherever the voting 
force of the liquor traffic and its allies is con- 
siderable, candidates for office and office-holders 
are tempted to serve a dangerous trade interest 
which is often in antagonism to the public 
interest. Frequent yielding to this temptation 
causes general degeneration in public life, breeds 
contempt for the public service, and, of course, 
makes the service less desirable for an upright 
man.’ 

“A whole generation has grown up traincd 
from early infancy in the belief that the law is 
their natural enemy, and that their special 
province is to connect themselves, directly or 
indirectly, with an occupation which exists in 
defiance of the very constitution of the State.” 

‘* There are three reasons for the failure of the 
police—the commonly accepted theory that it is 
not their province to enforce these laws, except 
when specially called upon to do so; lack of 
sympathy with the laws, which is quite openly 
expressed ; the influence of the money of the 
liquor sellers.”’ 

‘‘ Labour leaders and others in position to 
know the habits of wage-earners incline 
generally to the opinion that among this class 
drinking is on the increase. As a cause of in- 
temperance, especially among young men, was 
mentioned the dearth of good pleasure resorts 
and public amusements.” 


We are told that the “hard” liquor 
sold in prohibitory cities is of an inferior 
quality, producing the quicker and more 
violent forms of intemperance. 


Then we also find a Judge of the 
Supreme Court declaring— 

“It is a question whether the prohibitory 
law makes more hypocrites or mo e drunkards.” 


While a local Judge, in speaking of 
conditions under a prohibitory law not 
en‘orced, said— 


“The value of the 
50 per cent. in this State. 


oath has been reduced 
Perjury—for which 
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the maximum penalty is imprisonment for life 
—is so common that it no longer attracts 
attention. And it is not confined only to the 
liquor element; the effect of it is far-reaching 
and growing. People talk of it openly without 
a blush.” 

Turning to another source of informa- 
tion, we have it from a well-known 
temperance work by Messrs. Rowntree 
and Sherwell that it is— 

““A noteworthy feature of the history of 
State prohibition that, in every instance where 
the system has been applied to States containing 
large urban populations, the experiment has 
resulted in failure and the system has often 
been abandoned.” 

In Maine we find that arrests for 
drunkenness have risen, with fiuctua- 
tions, from 16 per 1,000 in 1852-56 to 
42 per 1,000 in 1899. Prohibition has 
been adopted at various periods by 
sixteen States. The number has now 
been reduced to five. In the last twenty 
years prohibition has been carried seven 
times and negatived thirteen times. 

In Canada, since the passing of the 
Scott Act in 1878, local veto— 

“Has been submitted to public opinion in 
nine cities and seventy-three counties. It 
remains in force in one city (Fredericton) and 
twenty-seven counties.” 

Eighteen cities and counties altogether 
rejected local veto, while thirty-six, 
after once adopting it, on a subsequent 
vote rejected it. In Australasia local 
prohibition, at that time, was nowhere in 
force except in one district, Clutha, in 
New Zealand, containing two towns with 
a joint population of under 1,500. 


And it is stated on the whole that— 


“The evidence from the United States and 
from other countries appears to be decisive that 
local veto will not solve the problem of. in- 
temperance in the great urban centres.” 

Properly presented, the case to-day 
ought to have examined the facts and 
allegations to which he had alluded, or, 
if possible, combated them with new 
facts and more fayourable experiences, 
The House had heard nothing substantial 
in either direction. And, therefore, what 
they had before them to-day was the 
proposal to introduce into an old, over- 
crowded community a system which, 
happily for them, had been tried else- 
where and had failed. The truth was 
that, to use a favourite phrase of the 
advocates of this system, they were 
asked to give the people an effectual 

Sir Lewes Melver, 
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control of the liquor traffic, while it was 
proved that the proposed method gave no 
control. They were asked to approve of 
the belated revival of an exploded idea 
which had failed, because it involved an 
exaggerated and an intolerable repression 
of human desires, and it had fatled—as 
all such attempts at repression must 
necessarily fail. Abolish this system 
regulated and controlled and it was re- 
placed by clubs unfettered and unre- 
strained. The open house of refreshment 
merely yielded to the street pedlar of 


liquid poison. Unnatural repression 
always led to natural revolt. They 
had a somewhat heartrending _ in- 


of this truth only the other 
day. With the best possible intentions 
the Glasgow Corporation exercised a 
right, which it possessed, to close all 
public-houses on a general holiday—on 
Easter Monday—with the result that 
they made a very handsome profit on 
their tramcars conveying thirsty souls to 
neighbouring towns where the public- 
houses were open. These public-houses 
made a handsome profit, and the Glasgow 
police at night had their hands full, 
The number of drunk and incapables for 
the week ending Saturday, April 29th 
last, was 323 as against 229 for the 
corresponding week of last year, when 
the public-houses were open the full week 
and the number of “drunks” before the 
police court at Paisley for the week 
ending April 30th last was forty-one 3s 
compared with eleven for the correspond- 
ing week of last year. 


stance 


There was one other fascinating 
phrase which was employed in sup- 
port of this proposal as in support of 
many an equally bad cause: ‘‘ Won't 
you trust the people?” The answer 
was, “Certainly, in any popular ques- 
tion. But what have the people got to 
do with the colour of my necktie?” 


He refused to let the odd man in the 


street decide whether he should have 
his herring boiled or broiled. It was 


none of his business. That was the cen- 
tral fallacy of this proposal. What 
right of interference had the so-called 
people with his personal convenience 
and personal tastes? Yet that was 
what this Bill invited them to  sanc- 
tion. Some of the best of them 
were too often carried away by the 
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smoothness of a phrase. Trust the 
people in everything which concerned 
them, but he would rather they trusted 
him in a matter which concerned himself. 
And the point was that, in doing what 
was called ‘‘trusting the people,” they 
were forcing on them the right to ad- 
judicate on a matter on which they were 
not capable of adjudicating, and, as 
experience had shown, they very soon 
discovered this for themselves and re- 
pudiated the system. But, meanwhile, 
an infinity of mischief had been done to 
the social system. They had dislocated 
They had destroyed property 
and had generally disturbed the public 
mind and social arrangements merely with 
the result of going back on their tracks. 


business. 


In his time and within his own ken, 
there had been three great movements 
of temperance reform: the _ first 
against drunkenness; the second against 
“drink”; and the third against “the 
trade.” The first of these three had 
been successful—not completely or 
wholly successful; but it was the only 
temperance movement that had ever 
succeeded, And he claimed that it was 
a reform which had worked down through 
the classes of society-—and it was ridici- 
lous not to recognise that classes existed— 
from the highest to the lowest. <A 
hundred or even fewer years ago, in the 
highest classes, drunkenness, so far from 
being a crime, was an elegance—almost 
a virtue. The reign of the great Queen 
changed all that. He need not tell the 
House how drunkenness was regarded 
amongst the educated classes of to-day. 
But he asked it to realise that amongst 
skilled artisans it was stigmatised just as 
sharply as in Mayfair. Example— 
fashion—what they would—had done 
this work. Opportunities to do some- 
thing else besides getting drunk had been 
amongst the agents. One could easily 
quote other agents. The fact remained 
that excessive drinking and drunkenness 
had enormously diminished during the 
last fifty, forty, thirty years. But of the 
othertwo campaigns! Against “drink” 
—against “the trade’’—what had been 
done ? And how would this so-called re- 
form touch any of these? Experience 
showed that it did not reduce drunken- 
ness, Experience showed that it did not 
stop drink, but only deteriorated i+s 
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quality and generated new crimes. But 
it would unquestionably touch the publi- 
can—in the interests of a certain class of 
dispensing druggists, of drinking clubs, 
of sheebeens, of street pedlars. Now, he 
held no brief for the publican, and he 
never had had a direct or indirect inter- 
est in “the trade” in his life. But he did 
recognise that “the trade” was a lawful 
trade, conducted by citizens of quit2 the 
average standard of morality, and that 
this proposal showed a complete disregard 
for the rights of that trade—rights 
recognised both by law and equity. But, 
leaving the “Trale” alone, his chief 
objections to this measure were that it 
proposed a gross infringement of the in- 
dividual liberty of the citizen—that it 
invaded the domain of private conduct, 
placing it at the mercy of the odd man 
in the street, and that it was purely class 
legislation. It dictated unwarrantably 
the poor man’s mode of life, and it left 
the rich untouched. Andit denied to the 
poor man what h: was entitled to con- 
sider his right of choice in articles of 
consumption. 

Now, the only conceivable ground on 
which such a course could be justiied 
was the general assumption—or, at all 
events, the assumption on the part of 
the backers of this Bill—that alcohol 
was a poison of so dangerous a character 
that at all costs it must be kept out of 
the way of the people; that it was to be 
legislated for far more stringently than 
dynamite or explosives. But was this 


the case? Was it a reasonable pro- 
position? Did the backers of the 
Bill make this immense assumption ? 


He ventured to think not. He had 
in his hand some exceedingly interesting 
sentences from one of the backers — 
the Member for West Aberdeenshire, 
whose abs-nee tley all regretted. Inan 
article entitled ‘‘The Case for Moderate 
Drinking” in Blackwood’s Magazine of 
June, 1892, the hon. Member wrote— 


“We must take ourselves as we are, arti- 
ficial products of an artificial age, often de- 
pressed and worried, eating bad food, badly 
cooked, breathing bad air, and erushed down 
by money difficulties. It is at these times, 
when responsibilities are around us, and the 
troubles of the world begin to close in over 
our heads, that a cheering elass, in strict 
moderation and at carefully selected times, 
is of real use, and can be defended both 
by physiology and common-sense... . A 
moderate dose has some stimulant eTct, 
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and may send up the pu'se by a few beats 
and remove the faintness of fatigue. 
Generally and more beneficially, however, it 
soothes and rests, and brings consoling quiet 
into the routine of life.”’ 


As to quantity, the hon, Member de- 
clared that— 


“In a general way we would advise every- | 


one, with sufficient self-restraint, to regulate 
his own proper quantity for himself... . 
Everyone, speaking generally, must also choose 
the kind of liquor which suits him best... . 
In nine cases out of ten the man, himself, 
understands the outs and ins of his stomach, 
and can arrange his scheme of solid and liquid 
diet to conciliate his tyrant. Thus we find 
that whilst beer is the favourite beverage of 
many and is specially believed in by the work- 
ing man, it makes some of us heavy and unfit 
for work, and we shake our heads sadly when 
we see it on the table.” 


Later, warmed by a_ sympathetic 
theme, the hon. Member grew really 
enthuslastic— 

“ Burgundy,” he said, “is the king of wines 
and feeds the watery blood of the anwmic 
with red corpuscles and stills the crave of 
neuralgic nerve for stimulation and support.” 


Again he said— 


‘Champagne, which is invaluable to the 
weak and sinking, and the very pop of whose 
cork seems to give 0. fresh start to conviviality, 
sometimes causes sleepless nights.” 


But he cautiously adds--- 


“Tt therefore requires no more explanation 
to prove tbat we should do our drinking in 
au very systematic way.” 


And on the whole he gives— 


“ A scientific denial to the oft-repeated asser- 
tion of temperance reformers of the more 
‘rabid’ class, that moderation in its physical 
effects is only one degree less hurtful than 
excess.” 


As to details he explains— 


** A man has been wet through or thoroughly 
chilled, and comes home cold and _ shivering. 
A smart little nip, taken at once, will whip up 
his heart, relax the vessels of the skin, take 
off the spasm of congestion and send a warm 
glow through him from end to end; and al- 
though exact science tell us that this feeling 
of heat is rather apparent than real, it is 
actually felt.” Because the blood “ returns to 
stoke up the internal organs, and light a 
temporary fire which will probably prevent 
the dangers from chill.” 


The hon. and learned Member, after a 
kindly word for the petit verre, said— 

“Finally, there can be no possible shadow of 
doubt that weakly and old people are often the 
better for a nightcap,” and, ‘that judicious 
stimulation directly predisposes to longevity. 


Sir Lewis Mel ver. 
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All the most healthy veterans whom we have 
known take some wine or spirits.” 

He confessed he could not go quite the 
length of the hon. Member, the backer 
of this Bill, He was a temperance 
Member, speaking as a _ temperance 
Member, and he considered these were 
pernicious doctrines. They might or 
might not be scientifically true; but 
they had better not be said, and he 
would rather that no child of his read 
them. But what he asked the House to 
observe was, these were the comfortable 
doctrines of one of the comfortable 
classes who would not be touched by 
this Bill; but, all the same, they were 
doctrines which, if they were true 
doctrines, were doctrines of universal 
application, and that this Bill, sponsored 
as it was by the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, who did not hesitate to 
promulgate these doctrines, would shut 
out the working men of this country 
from everyone of the advantages which 
he so eloquently insisted on. 


He regretted to have detained the 
House so long. It was only at the last 
moment that it fell to his lot to take a part 
in this discussion, and, consequertly, he 
had not had time enough to be concise. 
There were many other sides of the 
question upon which he might well have 
touched. But he had no fear but that 
they would have ample justice done to 
them by those who followed him on 
this side. And he doubted not that the 
belatedness of this exploded experiment 
would be made clear. Fer himself, he 


, repeated that he approached this subject 


as a temperance advocate. He repeated 
the claim that he was working in the 
temperance cause when most of the 
supporters of this grotesque proposal 
were at school; and he claimed that, 
where this or analogous measures had 
been tried elsewhere, they had hopelessly 
failed to further the true cause of 
temperance—that they had led to crime 
and a general moral deterioration in the 
communities where they had been tried 
—that they could only be made effective 
in thinly-populated rural districts where 
they were not needed, and that, in most 
cases, they had been abandoned as 
failures; that, in a crowded country 
like this, they would lead to similar evil 
consequences in an aggravated degree— 
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that they would prove wholly unwork- 
able and lead to an evil reaction, and 
that, while defeating the ends of temper- 
ance, they would flout justice, outrage 
all equity, and would differentiate, in a 
manner absolutely unconstitutional and 
indefensible, the private rights of the 
rich and the poor. 








‘the high-sounding phrases which had 








Mr. GROVES (Salford, 8.) formally 
seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months.’ °—(Sir Lewis McIver.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick Burghs) 
said that this debate had taken an 
extremely curious turn. A Motion had 
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physical aspect, and he mentioned all 
the different points which had been 
referred to by the hon. Member for West 
Edinburgh. Speaking of intoxicating 
liquor, he said— 


“As for its ‘aiding digestion,’ it hindered 
digestion even when taken in small amounts, 
as could be easily demonstrated. Then there 
was the idea that alcohol was strengthening. 
As a fact, it curiously modified the nourish- 
ment of the body; it greatly lessened the 
output of carbonic acid—a very important 
matter—so that the drunkard was necessarily 
an ill-nourished man; and to reach the acme 
of physica! condition was impossible if any 
alcohol was used. Its stimulating effect was 
only momentary, and after that had passed 
off the capacity for work fell enormously. 
Alcohol, as it were, brought up the whole of the 
reserve forces of the body and threw them into 
action, and when these were used up there was 
nothing to fall back on. It dissipated rather 
than conserved bodily energy. As a work 
| producer it was exceedingly extravagant, and 
might lead to a physical bankruptcy; and he 
| was not speaking, he would remind them, of 
| excessive drinking.” 








been made “that this Bill be read a | 


second time this day six months,” and, 
curious to say, this proposal had been | 
made by an_ ostentatiously avowed 
temperance reformer. A good many of | 


been used against this Bill were now 
getting rather played out, and they now 
understood them in a different sense to 
when they were first used years ago. 
When a Motion by a temperance reformer 
from Scotland was seconded by a mem- 
ber of the brewing trade in England then 
the situation was very curious. What 
was the use of getting up a case against 
this Bill by citations from old books? It 
seemed to him that wherever a stray 
expression either before or after dinner 
was made by a public man, showing the 
slightest sympathy with a glass of liquor, 
it was culled and served up by the 
liquor trade in the House. He thought 
the way in which the subject had been 
treated by the hon. Member who spoke 
last but one was deplorable, and, indeed, 
it was clear that the hon. Member had 
not read The Times that morning and the 
report of Sir F. Treves’s address to the 
Women’s Union of the Church of Eng- 
land Temperance Society. In that 
address all the arguments of the hon. 
Member had by anticipation been ex 
ploded on the highest authority. What 
did Sir Frederick Treves say. He dealt 


| ThenSir Frederick gave a most striking 


| illustration, which, he ventured to say, 


would much affect the mind of the 


country. He said— 


“Tt was a curious fact that troops could not 
march on alcohol. In the Ladysmith relief 
column, which he accompanied, the first men to 
drop out were simply the men who drank. The 
fact was as clear as if they had all borne labels 
on their backs. As for the statement that 
alcohol was ‘a great thing for the circulation,’ 
it increased the heart-beat and reddened the 
skin by using up the body’s reserve power, 
but the heart’s action became emphatically 
weaker, a temporary effect being got at an 
enormous cost. The action of alcohol on the 
central nervous system was very definite, and 
wa; that of a functional poison, first stimulating 


and then depressing the nervous system. The 
higher nervous centres went first, becoming 


slightly dulled. The man who worked on even 
a moderate amount of alcohol was not at his 
best. Fine work could not be done under 
that condition. The use of alcohol was 
absolutely inconsistent with a surgeon’s work, 
or with any work demanding quick and alert 
judgment. He was much struck by the num- 
ber of professional men who for this reason had 
discontinued the use of alcohol in the middle of 
the day. The last notion he would refer to was 
that alcohol kept out the cold—that a ‘little 
nip’ was good when going out into cold air, 
and so forth. In the words of a great authority, 
alcohol really lowered the temperature of the 
body by increased loss of heat and to some 
extent by increased oxidation, and much 
reduced the power of the body to resist cold. 
Finally, he would say that the great and 
laudable ambition of all, and especially of 
young men, to be ‘fit’ could not possibly be 





with it not from its moral, but from its 


achieved if they took alcohol. It was simply 
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preposterous to suppose that any young healthy | 
person needed any alcohol whatever; and, 
indeed, he was much better without even the 
smallest amount of it. Having spent the 
greater part of his life operating, he would say, 
with Sir James Paget. that of all people those 
he dreaded to operate on were the drinkers. 
He hoped that what he had said would help his 
hearers to answer such absolute fallacies as 
‘a glass of port can do you no harm.” 

That opinion exploded the whole of 
the arguments of the hon. Member 
opposite, not by arguments which but for 
the care and assiduity of the liquor trade 
would be forgotten, but by the highest 
medical authority whose opinion was 
given in that day’s Times. That opinion 
bore directly upon this Bill because the 
leading proposition of Dr. Treves was 
“That alcohol was, of course, distinetly 
a poison. It had certain uses, like other 
poisons, but the limitations on its use 
should be as strict as on arsenic, opium, 
and strychnia.”’ 


The Bill was an extremely moderate 
Bill, and from the medical point of view 
was defensible in every line of it; only 
from the same point of view it was not 
drastic enough. The reference to the 
United States was a reference to some- 
thing entirely different to what was 
contemplated in this Bill. The only 
analogue to a prohibition State under 
this Bill would be that Scotland, England, 
or Ireland should become a prohibition 
State. Why had five prohibition States 
in America abandoned prohibition ? 
They abandoned prohibition, but adopted 
local veto. How did the case stand all 
over the United States ? Out of forty-six 
or forty-seven States there were thirty- 
nine that had local veto and five absolute 
prohibition. The question here was not 
as to national or State prohibition, but 
as to granting to limited localities all 
over the country the power of local 
option or local veto for the purpose of 
checking the liquor traffic. Was local 
veto as terrible as prohibition? Local 
veto existed in many parts of Scot'and at 
the option, not of the community, 
but of the governing landowners. 
All they wanted, therefore, was to 
give the community the same power 
as that which had been exercised by 
the high-minded, courageous, good 
landlords, without any result of debauch- 
ing the respect for the law in any of 
the communities throughout the country. 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


{COMMONS} 


Veto (Scotland) Bill. 1052 


It was said that the regulation of the 
drink traffic meant theincrease of drunken- 
ness, but the Report of the Committee on 
Physical Deterioration showed that this 
was altogether wrong in the case of 
countries, like Norway and ‘Sweden for 
example, where the consumption of drink 
was controlled by wise legislation. The 
proposition which had been put forward 
was that State regulation of the drink 
traffic meant an increase of drunkenness, 
On page 34 of the Report on Physical 
Deterioration reference was made to the 
increase in the consumption of alcoholic 
liquors and the increase in lunacy and in 
the percentage of recruits refused as 
unfit fer service. It says— 

“Diagrams are also given illustrating a 
totally different state of things in the countries 
where the consumption of drink, owing to wise 
legislation, has been steadily decreasing, viz., 
Norway and Sweden. In the last-named, the 
reverse of the picture presented by France is 
complete. Thus in Sweden the consumption of 
spirits containing 50 per cent. alcohol in 1830 
was forty-six litres, and in 1890 six litres 
per head.” 

A fact like that put on one side alto- 
gether the argument that regulation by 
the State meant an increase of drunken- 
ness. Foreign experience was helping 
temperance reformers on both sides. The 
principle of the Bill was not new, for it 
was founded on the doctrine of trusting 
the various localities. The opinion of 
Scotland on temperance reform was 
shown by the fact that forty-three Mem- 
bers out of the seventy-two representing 
Scotland were pledged in favour of this 
Bill. Medical opinion was also ripening 
on the subject, and he cited the evidence 
of Dr. Clouston, the most distinguished 
authority in lunacy, and Sir F. Treves 
as being conclusive of the evils of alco- 
holism. 

In face of the Report which had 
been made he wished to know what the 
Government were going to do to cure 
these evils. The Report on Physical 
Deterioration says— 

“‘The question of drink occupies a prominent 
place amongst the causes of degeneration. The 
close connection between a craving for drink 
and bad housing, bad feeding, a polluted and 
depressing atmosphere, and long hours of work 
in over-heated and ill-ventilated rooms, only 
relieved by the excitements of town life, is too 
self-evident to need demonstration.” 

Mrs, Mackenzie said— 


“T think that if the drink question were 
removed three-fourths of the difficulty and the 
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poverty and degradation would go along with 
it. 

And then the Commissioners add— 

“ Not only is poverty the result of drink but 
it becomes an active agent in promoting it.” 

Was this, then, not a case for an 
experiment to be made? They were 
following sound American analogies, and 
it had been admitted that the effect of 
drink on the national physique was 
certified in the Report of the Physical 
Deterioration Committee. He dissented 
entirely from the view that it was a 
novel principle to interfere with the 
habits of the people in the consumption 
of drink. They had been doing that all 
along; drink was not a free trade; it 
Was a monopoly granted by the State 
under regulations, and in Scotland they 
were much ahead of England in respect 
of their regulations of the trade. 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew, 
W.) said he had listened with very great 
interest to the speech of the hon. Member 
wh» had just sat down, and he rejoiced 
to think that he had not drawn so black 
a picture as the hon. Menber who moved 
the Second Reading of the Bill. When 
he heard the hon. Member for Govan say 
tha’ Scotland was sixty years ahead of 
Enzland in this matter, and then went 
on to de:cribe the condition of Scotland, 
he was almost disposed to be thankful 
that England was lagging behind. He 
noticed that hon. Members who had 
spoken had not said very mach about 
the Bill which hat been submitted to 
the House. No attempt had been made 
to show the House how the Bill would 
work out as a practical measure. The 
Bill took no notice whatever of the 
legislation passed in 1903; indeed, it 
referred to the Licensing Acts of 1828 to 
1897, although those Acts, he believed, 
hal been repealed by the Act of 1903. 
In the Bill of 1903 a great measure of 
lice :sing reform was passed, and he did 
not think that they had yet realised the 
great benefit of that measure. He 
thought a great improvement had heen 
brought about in the general state of 
ma'ters by that Bill. The hon, Member 
for the Border Burghs found fault with 
the hon. Member for West Edinburgh for 
having brought ‘orward the question of 
what happened in Glasgow upon a recent 
aecasion. He happened to be in the) 
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neighbourhood of Glasgow at the time 
alluded to, aid he knew that special 
trams were run all day to those localities 
for the purpose of carrying people out of 
Glasgow to the neighbouring towns. 


Stik WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne): Why did not they shut up as 
well ? 


Str CHARLES RENSHAW said the 
closing days were New Year's Dav and 
four other days, and they had to be 
declared, and after that they could not be 
varied. The days were fixed under by- 
laws, and that was the reason why one 
lo ality could close at one time, and 
another locality at another time. The Bill 
propose 1 that a poll was to be taken either 
in favour of prohibition or limitation, 
the area being a ward in a burgh, ora 
parish or ward of a parish. That, h> 
thought, was not a practical proposal, 
In the first place, the decision arrived 
at, waich was to be binding on a locality 
for three years, was to be by a 
bare majority, which was unfair, and 
against the recommendation of the 
Minority Report of the Commission, 
which preferred a substantial majority. 
In this very small area a bare majority 
was to have the power of enforcing its 
will on the minority, which might bea very 
large minority, for a period of three 
years. There was in the Bill no provision 
that in order to make the vote valid and 
effective a certain proportion of the elec- 
tors on the roll must come forward and 
vote. That, he thought, was a great blot, 
and it was not fair to omit such a pro- 
vision from the Bill. But was it quite 
fair to suggest that this was to be done 
by a bare majority? He did not think 
that it would be felt to be so by those in 
the minority. He would like to remind 
the Hous? that the Minority Report of the 
Royal Commission, which had been re- 
ferred to in the proceedings to-day, 
suggested that if a veto of this kind were 
taken it would have to be carried by a 
substantial majority. In the English 
Loca! Veto Bill introduced by the hon. 
Member for the Spen Valley Division last 
year, it was proposed that a two-thirds 
majority should be necessary in order to 
be effective. The proposal for a bare 
majority in Scotland was introduce | now 
for the first time. {In the earlier Bills, 

2N 
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he thought, the proposal was for a two- 
thirds majority. 


reason for this change. 


He submitted that another impractical 
proposal of the Bill was the 
ness of the area. 
in Scotland realised how much that 
would militate against the working 
of the system of prohibition if ever 
carried into effect under the Bill. A 
country parish might be divided for 
the purpos: of parish council elections 
into three, four, or five wards, and one 


side of a street or read might be in one | 


ward, while the other side was in another 


ward, Supposing that in one of these | 
wards a bare majority were to determine | 
that no liquor was to be sold there for a) 


period of three years, the magistrates, 
who had to exercise their jurisdiction over 


a much wider area, would have to con- | 
sider the wants of that part’cular par‘sh, | 


Not one word had been | 
said by the authors of the Bill as to the | 


small | 
Anyone conversant | 
with the administration of public affairs | 
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public-houses were closed in two of the 
wards, the result would be that the value 
of the two houses that remained would 
be enormously increased. That would be 
an infliction of hardship and injury on 
'two individuals in order to benefit two 
| other individuals. He did not believe 
that public feeling would sanction that 
'for a single moment. He should like to 
‘remind the House in connection with 
this matter that in the Minority Repor: 
of the Royal Commission on the Liquor 
Traffic, whilst there was a strongly ex- 
pressed view that no money compensa- 
tion from the rates or taxation was to be 
given, there was a proposal that a time 
i notice of several years should be an 
element in compensation, What was the 
proposal of this Bill? The proposal of 
this Bill was harsh and arbitrary. 
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Str ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): No money compensation is 
proposed in the Bill. 


and to have regard to the fact that pro- | 


hibition had been applied in one part of 
ihe parish, and it was possible that because 
they found the publie-houses closed on 
one side, it might be necessary to open 
public-houses on the other. He did not 
think in that way they should get fu ther 
forward in this matter. 


There was another great blot on the Bill. 
Hon. Gentlemen whosupported the Billhad 
not said a single word as to any proposal 
in connection with compensation. He 
would put this to the House : granted that 
this Bill was carried, what would be the 
prospect in any ward of a parish, 


or in any parish, of local veto being | 


practically applied in that ward or parish, 
if those who had to vote knew perfectly 
well that two, three, or four of the citizens 
amongst them were going to be deprived 
without compensation of their means of 
livelihood ? He knew enough about the 
clannish feeling in Scotland, and about 
the feeling everybody had for the in- 
terests of their neighbours, to believe that 
this Bill, unless some provision were 
made for compensating the individuals 
whose livelihood was going to be taken 
away, would never be carried into effect. 
Mark what the effect would be. Suppose 


a parish had four wards, in each of which , 


there was a public-house, and suppose 
that by the application of local veto the 


Sir Charles Renshaw. 


| Str CHARLES RENSHAW said the 
| hon. and learned Gentleman had entirely 
| misunderstood what he said. He quote! 
what the Minority Report said in regard 
| toa time notice of several years, and if the 
| hon. and learned Member would refer to 
the Report he would find that while it 
was suggested that there should be a 
period of seven years in England it was 
also suggested that it should not be more 
than five years in Scotland. What were 
the provisions of this Bill? Onthe 15th 
of May if a poll was taken, and if it was 
decided to prohibit the sa'e of liquor in 
a locality, the public-houses were to be 
closed absolutely. He would ask whether 
a provision of that kind was not extremely 
harsh and unfair. It was a direct con- 
travention of the suggestion of the 
Minority Report, and it was one which 
the House certainly ought not to agree to. 


There was no doubt that whilst there 
were practical objections to the provisions 
of the Bill there were directions in which a 
change was desirable in Scotland, and in 
regard to which there would be a general 
consensus of opinion if the hon. Member 
for Govan would only limit his ambition 
' to something less heroic than the proposals 
made in this measure. He did not believe 
the proposals of this Bill would really be 
efiective in Scotland because the Bill was 
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so drastic in character that he did not 
think the people would ever agree to 
apply it. But a suggestion had been 
made ot a much less drastic and severe 
character, and that was, that an effort 
should be made to reduce the number of 
public-houses in those localities where 
they were excessive, so that the number 
should bear a reasonable proportion to 
the inhabitants of the locality. He 
should like to call the attention of the 
House to the figures in regaid to that 
matter. There was in the Minority 
Report a recommendation that the limit 
with regard to population should be one 
public-house to 400 in the counties, and 
one to 750 in the burzhs. He was not 
to-day going to express any opinion as 
to whether that proportion would be 
fair or unfair. Ever since a suggestion 
ot that kind was made in 1871 by, he 
thought, the then Home Secretary Mr. 
Bruce, he had always publicly stated 
that that was the direction in which he 
wished temperance reform to move. 
What were the actual facts brought out 
at the time the Report of the Commission 
was made ¢ The number of public-houses 
was one to 333 in Scotland, and one to 
219 in England. But it varied very 
much in Scotland. In the county of 
Nairn there was one public-house to 
2251 of the population, while in the 
county of Kinross there was one to 202. 
In the burgh of Dumbarton there was 
one public-house to 833 of the popul ition, 
while in the burgh of Auchtermuchty 
there was one to sixty. These differences 
were very striking. Those who, like 
himself, had been associated for many 
vears with licensing administration in a 
particular locality had been struck with 
the differences in their own counties. In 
his county the proportion varied from one 
to 270 in one parish to one to 800 of the 
population in another parish. It was in this 
direction that he looked for a beneficial 
change. Localities could make representa- 
tions now to the magistrates who consti- 
tuted the licensing authority, and they 
would have every reason to believe that 
those representations would be carefully 
considered, A gradual change could be 
worked out over la ge areas, and in that 
Way, as competition was lessened, there 
would be an improved class of public- 
house. He did not believe any legislation | 
was necessary for this, although, perhaps | 
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having regard to the largeness of the 
areas of some of the licensing districts 
it might be desirable that a larger area 
siould be introduced in order that a 
poll for the licensing area might be taken. 
Any proposal to reduce public-houses in 
that way woull have to be made on 
fair and equitable terms, and to have 
for its main object the establishment of 
general uniformity in the numberof public- 
houses to populaton. He believed that 
a reform of that kind, which would be 
fair, would be a substantial reform, and 
it was one for which legislation was 
scarcely needed at all. Ii the Member 
ior Govan aud his friends would concen- 
trate themselves upon that reform he 
believed it was one which, when brought 
before the House of Commons, would be 
met with undivided sympathy, and 
could be made of very great benefit 
throughout the whole of Scotland. He 
would be glad to see a moderate system 
of reform,such as he had suggested, carried 
into law, but he regarded the Bill now 
before the House as impracticable. He 
did not believe it should achieve the 
object which the hon. Member for Govan 
thought it would achieve, and for that 
reason he should certainly vote against 
the Second Reading. 


Veto (Scotland) Bill, 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) appealed for the indulgence 
which the House was always ready to 
extend to new Members. He thought 
he ought to apologise for thrusting him- 
self thus early into the debates of the 
House. This was a question in whch 
for several years he had taken special 
interest. Although this Bill dealt ex- 
clusively with Scotland, the principle of 
it was one Which he should like to see 
extended to England and Wales, and he 
hoped that very soon it would be so ex- 
tended. While he recognised the claim 
which Scotland had to advanced temper- 
ance legislation he thought that Wales 
also could claim to be on an equality 
with Scotland in that respect. But he 
would not enter specially into Scottish 
circumstances. He would address him- 
self to the principles which he thought 
underlay this Bill. In listening to the 
speech of the hon. Baronet the Member 
for West Renirewshire he could not but 
feel that there was a very sympathetic 
tone in his utterances towards the object 


2N2 








1059 Liquor Traffic Local 


they had in view. The hon. Baronet 
might have given a vote for the Second 
Reading since most of the points on 
which he criticised the Bill could cor- 
tainly have been dealt with in the course 
of the Committee stage. Less than 
justice had been done to those who had 
spoken in favour of the Bill, They had 
not addressed themselves to details, but 
had spoken in regard to the principle. 
He ventured to sav that this Bill was 
strictly in conformity with the principles 
of our licensing law. It was spoken of 
hy the hon. Member for West Edinburgh 
as an interference with freedom. That 
was an argument which had often been 
used in regard to this particular proposal. 
The late Lord Salisbury in a famous 
passage spoke of the *‘ free indulgence” to 
which the public have “aright.” The 
State in this country had not recognised 
any such right for many hundreds of 
vears. There was not now, and there had 
not been for centuries, any freedom or 
right to sell intoxicating liquors in this 
country. In 1604 King James I. 
in a Privy Council circular letter exhorted 
the justices to suppress forthwith all 
unnecessary houses, and pointed out to 
them that— 

“By the law and statutes of this our realm, 
the keeping of alehouses and victualling houses 
is none of those trades which it is free and law- 
ful for any subject to set up and exercise. but 
inhibited to all save such as are thereto 
licensed.” 

He did not wish to speak hard words of 
the liquor trade, but the fact remained 
that for 400 years the Legislature of this 
country had recognised that the trade 
was of so dangerous a character that in 
all its operations it must be carefully 
restricted and regulated. 


What was the present state of the law ? 
Prohibition was the common law of the 
land. Most of them were forbidden to sell 
drink in this country. He sometimes read 
the reports of those high annual festivals 
which the members of the liquor trade 
held in different towns throughout the 
country—the licensed vi-tuallers’ ban- 
quets. He read the other dav the report of 
a banquet held at Leeds. The chairman 
of that banquet, speaking with the expan- 
sive frankness which came at such times, 
declared— 

**So stringent was the law that in order to 
get a licence aman must have the character of a 
saint. 


Mr. Leif Jones. 
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He did not dispute it fora moment, but 
it was not enough to be a saint. There 
wer? many other requirements to be ful- 
filled before the sale of drink was allowed 
in this country. A man hid to give 
notice of his intention to apply for a 
licence to the overseers of the parish. 
That was because, he presumed, if th> 
licence was granted there would be more 
paupers for the overseers to look after. 
Notice had to be given to the superin- 
tendent of the police. There would b> 
more criminals if the licence was granted. 
Notice had to be pasted on the church 
door so that the vicar and the church- 
goers might know that rival ministrations 
to those of the church were likely to be 
opened in the immediate neighbourhood. 
Notice must be po-ted on the premises to 
be licensed, and, lastly, notice must b> 
inserted in the local newspaper, so that 
the inhabitants of the district might be 
aware that a new licence was to be applied 
for in the district, and in order that they 
might have an opportunity of going 
before the justices and defending or 
arguing against the opening of th: 
place. When all this had been 
done, the justices had to see a plan 
of the premises in order to satisfy them- 
selves that the accommodation was suit- 
able for its purpose.and if the applicant 
had the character of a saint, then, and 
then only. the magistrat’s might grant a 
new licence on the one consideration that 
the public convenience demanded a new 
licence in the locality. Jt was only on 
that plea that licences had been granted. 
It had never been cousidered that the 
trade was carried on for the good of 
those connect:d with it. It was only on 
that plea that the admission of some to, 
and the exclusion of others from, the 
trade could be justified. It was on that 
ground that they as patriotic citizens 
submitted to the monopoly. It would 
be a gross injustice to prevent any man 
from deriving profit from this trade 
unless it was for the public good that he 
should not engage init. In the old days 
the justices were the interpreters of the 
public good. He did not say that thev 
were always the best interpreters. It 
was certainly not for Members on the 
other side of the House to argue that the 
justices were the best interpreters, for no 
sooner had they shown themselves alive 
t» te responsibilities of their office tha 
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down came the Prime Min'ster and de | their midst, let them follow the example 


prived them of the discretion which they 
proposed to exercise. The supporters of 


tuts Bill claimed that the public them- | 


selves were the best judges of what was 
for their convenience and their own 
interest. They claimed for the people 
mandatory power to declare their will in 
this matter. 

This was not a novel principle after 
all. The hon. Member for West Edin- 
burgh spoke of it as an entirely new 
principle. Tne truth was that the 
justices throughout the past centuries 
had repeatedly endeavoured to ascer- 
tain local opinion on the question of 
licences and they had frequently acted 
on that opinion. He had there an extract 
from an accour.t of the Gloucester Petty 


Sessions in 17&6— 


‘At the Gloucester Petty Sessions, a petition 
wis presented to the justices by the principal 
inhabitants of the parish of Pitehcombe, stating 
that their poor’s rates before the licensing an 
alehouse in the parish were two shillings in the 
pound ; but since two alehouses had been opened, 
the common people have become idle, drunken, 
and profligate, and have spent their wages in 
the public-houses, leaving their families to be 
supported by the parish; by which means the 
rates have lately risen to eight shillings in the 
pound. Whereupon the justices suppressed 
both the alehouses.”’ 


This power had remained in the hands 
of landowners up to the present time, 


and owing to the action of landlords, 
in London, Liverpool, and Glasgow 


there were districts where public- 
houses were to be found side by side 
with districts where there none. 
The result was that in those districts 
where there were no licensed houses 
rents were higher, because they were 
what were called uncontiminated zones. 
The promoters of this Bill were endeay- 
ouring to secure similar advantages for 
the people throughout the country. 


were 


Thev had been much terrified by the 
accounts of what happened in Glasgow 
two weeks ago. When he heard those 
accounts he was reminded of an Act in 
force in Tennessee known as the Four 
Miles Act. An Englishman who rode 
through the State said it seemed to him 


that it was not a four miles Act but a| 


sixty-four miles Act, for the limit was 
renewed at the end of every four miles. 
Ifthe inhabitants of Paisley did not like 


the drinkers from Glasgow to come into 


| 


| other. 


/excess they would not do so, 


of places in Tennessee and pass the 
drinkers on. That would at least benefit 
the railway companies and the tramways 
companies of Scotland. 


3ills of this character had received 
endorsement from leading  statesmea 
both sides of the House. He 
would like in his first speech in the 
House to express his gratitude as a 
t-mperance reformer to the late Sir 
William Harcourt for the great work h 
did when Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
adopting as his own the principle that 
underlay this Bill. Lord Randolph 
Churchill, a statesman of quick insight, 
framed and introduced a Bill embodying 


this principle. Lord Randolph declared 


on 


«The main principle of the Bill is popular 
contro! of the issue of licences. It is alleged 
that you cannot make men sober by Act of 
Parliament. You cannot, it is true, but I will 
tell you what you can do. You can give the 
people by Act of Parliament the power to 
make themselves sober.” 


This Bill was now opposed in th» 
name of temperance. He was thank- 
ful when anv testimony was paid ,to 
temperance from whatever quarter it 


came and he could not forget that 
the Licensing Act last vear was passed 
in the name of eternal justice and 


This gave them a formu'a 
by which to interpret those professions. 
There were two bodies of experts on this 
question-—the temperance societies on the 
one hand, and the drink trade on the 
What was the attitude of those 
two bodies 2? All the men and women of 
the temperance societies supi orted this 
measure, and the drink trade were in a 
body against it. The temperance societies 
knew from experience that this measure 
provided the one power that would enable 
the people to deliver themselves from the 
evils of the drink traffic, and for the same 
reason the members of the trade were op- 
posing it with all their might. It had 
been said that the measure would not be 
put in force where it was mest needed. 
He thought that even the victims of 
the drink traflic would support the clos- 
ing of houses which were a temptation to 
them. It was true that in moments of 
but in 
moments of sobriety they might do so. 


temperance. 


* Tasks in hours of insight willed, 
May be through hours of gloom fulfilled. 
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If the opponents of the measure thought | 
it would not be put in force, why not let | 
it pass? It was optional, and it would | 
not take effect where the people did not | 
want it. He thought they opposed it for 
the reason that even if it were not en- 

forced it would be one of the most effective | 
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weapons for the better control of the. 


liquor traffic. The Morning Advertiser 
a few days ago in a leader on the de- 
putation that waited on the Liberal Leader 
in regard to licensing matters said— 

** The local veto spirit is capable of working 
an infinity of mischief short of the full accom- 
olishment of its purposes.” 

It was precisely that “infinity of mis- 
chief” which the liquor trade was afraid 
of. They knew that if the power were 
once put into the hands of the people 
of closing houses it would have an 
immense effect in screwing up the 
standard of the liquor trade and making 
them realise that if they outraged the 
feeling of the people they would do so 
at the peril of losing their l cences. 

This Bill was in the direction of levisla- 
tion on the subject the whole world over. 
It was continually thrown in their teeth 
that this was an un-Enelish measure, 
The fact was that the most conspicuous 
thing about an Englishman was _ his 
capacity to swallow, and that did not 
by any means apply only to liquor. He 
was willing to swallow any good institu- 
ton he saw flourishing in any part of 
the world. If hon. Members would 
reflect they would see how much com- 
fort and convenience we owed to foreign 
countries. We introduced many things 
in this country, and they flourished 
as on their native soil. We had im- 
ported tobacco, Normans, tea, potatoes, 
mathematics — in fact, most 
of the things which made up the com- 
fort and pleasure of our life at present 
had been imported, and when brought 
to this country they had flourished. 
But, as a matter of fact, the principle 
laid down in this Bill was a purely 
English principle, and absolutely con- 
sistent with those principles of local | 
self-government which were the peculiar 
mark of Englishmen wherever they went, 
Except in this country, throughout the | 
English-sveaking world this law was 
in operation. He remembered going to | 
a New England town meeting. where the 
people annually settled the affairs | 

Mr, Leif Jones. 


horses, 
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of their village, and one of the matters 
discussed which struck him and which 
was decided by a vote for or against— 
was the issue of public-house licene:s 
for the coming year. Throughout the 
English-speaking world this power was 
in the hands of the people themselves. 
And what had been the result? If they 
sought out the soberest countries in the 
world, it was those where the people had 
in their hands th’s power of local option. 
Over the whole of Canada the local 
option law was in force. That had been 
challenged in the course of the debate, 
but he found that Prince Edward [sland 
was in 1903 under prohibition. In Nova 
Scotia there wasloc 1 prohibition insixteen 
out of eighteen counties; in New Bruns- 
wick in nine out of fourteen counties; 
in Quebec 600 municipalities out of 900 
had prohibition; in Ontario there hal 
been a steady reduction of licences on 
account of local option; and the same 
applied all over Canada. In New Zealand, 
where the people had the power of local 
option, there had heen a steady growth 
of opinion in favour of the reduction of 
licences, and at the election in 1902 there 
were six districts from which 
were excluded, There was to be ano. her 
election this year, and he would be very 
much surprised if more districts did not 
vote “ No licence.’ He could not close 
this part of his argument without a 
reference to Norway and Sweden. These 
countries forty or fifty vears ago Were 
notoriously the most drunken in Europe ; 
to-day they were the soberest, and that 
was because a local option Jaw had been 
enforced. 


licences 


Of drink it was profoundly true that 


“the means to do ill deeds makes 
ill deeds done.’ The removal of 
temptation from the people should 


be the aim of statesmanship in this 
country. He had been very much 


i struck with a case tried at Bow Street 


Police Court the other day. A man 
named Henry Davis, who had thirty-four 


convictions recorded against him since 


1897, was tried for some offence. M*. 
Marshall put this question to the 


| prisoner— 


‘‘What public-house did you go to?” 

The answer was— 

‘The nearest, guv’nor, the nearest. I dont 
waste no time when I'm going to have @ drink ; 
but opportunity is a fine thing.” 
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There they had the case in a nutshell; 
and therefore they claimed from this 
House consideration for those tempe-- 
ance movements which consisted in the 
removal of temptations from the people. 
He had been very much surprised to read 
. speech by a Bishop in which he said 
that he could not join in the crusade 
vgainst public-houses— 

‘Because he held that the removal of 
temptation was not the highest form of virtue. 
They certainly did not make a man absolutely 
virtuous when they put all temptation out of 
ils Way. 


It would be unbecoming in him and 
presumptuous to enter into a theological 
argument with a Bishop; but he must 
confess that this doctrine was odd to 
come from the mouth of one who daily 
prayed, ‘‘ Lead us not into temptation.” 
For the comfort of the Bishop he thought 
tnat if every public-house were removed 
there would be ample temptation in the 
world and enough evil in the mystezious 
nature of man to provide full occupa- 
tion for all the Bishops in Christen- 
dom. He urged them not to 
too much from this measure if it 
passed into law. A change of habits 
took time to operate, and any reform was 
» work of slow progress; but all who had 
-tudied the problem of imtenperance 
knew that if they were to engage success- 
iully in fighting these evils they must 
rous? the will of the people; they must 
simmon to their aid that democratic 
principle by which alone they could 
solve the problem of enabling the mass 
t the people to lead a higher and a 
nobler life. The licensing laws, the 
restrictions, the efforts of reformers had 
failed to save the people. He implored 
the House of Commons not to reject 
this Bill, but to place in the hands of 
the people a weapon by which they 
might save themselves. 


expect 


Sis MAR STEWART (Kirkcud- 
brightshire) said he hoped he might be 
permitted as an old Member to con- 
gratulate the hon. Gentleman on the 
speech which he had delivered, and the 
House on the admirable acquisition the 
uon. Gentleman had made to their 
numbers. ‘lhe only criticism he would 
dare to make of that speech was that 
the hon. Gentleman had occupied the 
time of the House too long. He wished 
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not to make a long speech, but to state 
his views on the question: Was this Bill 
likely to be a really practical measure, 
operating for good, or was it not? He 
confessed he agreed with most of what was 
said by the hon. Member who moved the 
Second Reading. All, on both sides of the 
House, deplored the temptations to drink 
and pitied the victims of it: and they 
trusted that some means would be taken 
to reduce the number of ptblic-houses in 
their own country; but would this permis- 
sive Bill accomplish that object / He 
ha! voted on different occasions for a 
permissive Bill and, in fact, had himself 
brought in such a measure, bit his own 
experience was that, except in sone 
rural district:, there was not much in- 
terest taken in thes: Bills by the working 
classes. In fact, he believed that most 
of them would like to have not fewer 
but more public-houses. He lived in a 
parish where there were very few public- 
houses and one licence was taken away. 
Down came the rent of the house 50 per 
cent. It hal been the only public- 
house in a very wide district and what 
was the consequence / In some respects 
good and in other respects not so good. 
It was good in preventing young me. 
ging to the public-house and treating 
ea‘h other to drink, and instead of wa k- 
ing three miles to get a drink they walked 
hom?, On the other hand, bakers’ and 
butchers carts now brought the drink 
t» the cottazes. [t was very ditfic it 
to fix responsibility for that on aay 
individual, because it was done with great 
secrecy. He bought a pub-ic-house once 
with the intention of pullng it dowa. 
There was no other public-house within 
eight miles one way and five miles the 
other, and there was a great uproar in 
the countryside. Travellers, after driv- 
ing sixteen or eighteen miles, naturally 
wanted some refreshment for their horses 
and themselves, and they considered it a 
great hardship that the publ c-house 
which was on the main road should bz 
pulled down. So he took a plébiscite, on 
the school board reg:ster, and was some- 
what mortified to find that the enormous 
majority, including the women, were in 
favour of keeping the house open. He 
believed that the people, if they hal 
their way, would have more and not 
fewer public-houses. 
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No Veto Bill would have any prac- 
tical eifect unless it included a system 
of compensation for owners when 
licences were suppressed. It would 
be an intolerable injustice to deprive 
a man of his property, when he carried 
on a lawful business, simply because, 
in the opinion of a number of well 
intentioned people, it would be in the 
public interest to do so. It would be 
absolutely impossible to carry out such a 
policy inasmall parish. The only fair 
and practical method of effecting a 
reduction in the number of Jicences would 
be upon a system of compensation similar 
to that which had been applied in the 
Knglish Act of last session. He had 
been in the United States and had seen 
the Maine Liquor Law abused, although 
he believed it was better carried out now. 
However, he would not argue that matter 
on this occasion. He believed that it 
would be impossible to carry out this 
measure in small parishes, for a public- 
house would be at once started in the 
next parish. He believed with the hon. 
Member tor Renfrewshire that the only 
fair wav to reduce public-hovs’s was to 
provide compensat.on for the licences 
taken away. Feeling the deepest sym- 
pathy with the temperance cause, he 
could not vote for a Bill which he was 
convinced would prove wi rthless. 
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Sign WILFRID LAWSON said that 
lis hon. friend who had just sat down 
was net quite so old as he was. 
When the hon. Baronet got to his 
age he would give up prophecying as 
to what the people of this country 
would do. They had disappointed him 
over and over again. He was not 
going to sav now—hle had never said it 
at any time—that he was quite sure 
when the people had the power they 
would do away with all liquor shops. 
He was an old agitator, and he had sa:d. 
as lie sali now, that it was the right of 
the people to do as they pleased in this 
matier, and it was upon that ground, 
and that ground only, that he sepported 
this Bill. The idea was that the people 
themselves knew their own needs and 
wishes beiter than any outsiders, The 
man who wore the shoe knew where it 
was pinching ; 
district 


and the inhabitants of a 


must know their own minds. 


Sir Mark Stewart. 
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What was wanted was to give them the 
chance of saying whether they wanted a 
patticular kind of public-house. The 
only objection he had to the present 
public-houce was that it was a place where 
drink was sold. He did not want to 
shut up a public-house, but only to take 
the drink awav from it. The authority ot 
the Edinburgh Review had been already 
quoted; that magazine said that th 
liquor trade was a nuisance socially, 
politically, and morally ; but he would 
give another quotation and that was 
from The Times. That great newspaper 
some years ago said— 

“Tt would be impossible to find anything 
which stands for so much loss to soul, body, 
and estate as the public-house. It is a huge 
nuisance and misery. There is not a vice ora 
disease or a disaster or a calamity of any kin’ 
which has not its frequent rise in the public 
house. It degrades, brutalises, and ruins 
large fraction of the British people.” 


That was very good for The Times. He 
had never heard anything stronger than 
that from the leading organ of public 
opinion in this country. It might be 
said that that was a long time ago, and 
that things were not so bad now; and 
that a great deal had been done to 
ameliorate the liquor trade since then. 
Soon aiter coming into this House he 
remembered a right hon. friend making 
his maiden speech in which he usec 
the expression that it was the duty ot 
Parliament to turn the licensing system 
from a curse into a blessing. That was 
very well put. His right hon. frien: 
had seen many efforts made by good and 
great men to turn the licensing system 


trom a curse into a blessing. Philan- 
thropists, philosophers, patriots, and 


politicians had addressed themselves to 
the task of turning the hcensing system 
from a curse to a blessing, but with 
whit result? A Royal Cemmission on 


the liquor business, composed of a 
third trade representatives, a third 
temperance reformers, and a_ third 


consisting of Christians at large, had 
declared the evil so gigantic that to 
remove it n» effort would be too great ; 
and only the day before Sir F. ‘T'reves. 
the greatest authority in the medical 
world—it was almost providential that 
he should have given this strong argu- 
ment the day before this debate--had 











lin 


os 














1069 


Liquor Traffic Loca! 


found it necessary to again remind the 
public that— 

**Aleohol is an insidious poison, and that 
limitations on its use should be as strict as on 
arsenic, opium, and strychnia.” 


[f that was so, in the opinion of 
2 high authority, was there not justi- 
fication for saying the people should 
lave the right to protect themselves 
against It ? 


They heard quotations about what 


happened in prohibition districts and 


so forth; but they did not get 
very accurate information. He main- 
tained that whenever liquor  pro- 


hibition had received a fair trial, great 
success had resulted. True, prohibition 

is not always enforced, as might be 
seen in the American illustration, where 

man was asked, ‘* Are you in favour of 
the Maine Law?” and the rejoinder, 
Yes, but I'm agin its enforcement.” 
iL he would say in support of his hon. 
friend was that wherever public opinion 
and honest officials had been at the back 


o! | cal prohibition, there it had been a 


ereit success. He would mention one 
fact, that the amount of aleocho! con- 
sunel in the United States was only 


one-half per head of that consumed in 
United Kingdom. He would tell 
vhat the Bill before the House did not 

{t did not enact any fresh penalties 
on inybody. It did not run counter to 
our canons of local self-government.  !t 
imply allowed the inhabitants of a district 
to inform the magistrates whether they 
wished to be emancipated fom drink 
shops or not. Any reform which erystal- 
ised the public opinion of a locality into 
law was the very essence of freedom. 
lf the Bill became law it would have the 
eitect of giving the opportunity to remove 
temptations from the people which he 
believed the people woull be thankful 
tor, Let the people have the same power 
as the landlords had now. because it 
concerned them more than the landlords. 
It was probably true that if, in respect 
of liquor supply, one place was dry, 
another place would grow wetter. An 
object-lesson of that fact was seen a short 
time ago in Scotland, when the magis- 
trates of G lasgow closed the public-houses 
on Easter Monday. What was the result ? 
All the soakers, topers, rowdics, the 
horse, foot, and artillery of the drinking 


the 
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band, went by tram-car to the neighbour- 
ing towns t» procure the drink impossible 
to be obtained in Glaszow. These people 
created such a hullabaloo in Pa‘sley that 
the publicans took the action that the 
magistrates should have ta‘cen and closed 
their hous?s. 


Str FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham): Because all the 
liquor was sold. 


Str WILFRID LAWSON said that 
that was his information. Perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman knew more about the 
drink traffic than he did. At any rate, 
(‘lasgow that day became dry and 
Paisley wet; Glasgow was at rest and 
Paisley was a pandemonium. 


It was all nonsense to talk about pro- 
hibition not prohibiting. Of course it 
did not when it was not acted on, but he 
could tell the House a story where it did 
prohibit. A Kentucky colonel once fel! 
into the Mississippi and was nearly 
drowned, but they fished him out and 
brought him round, and when first able 
to speak he asked, “ Where am 1?” 
and they said, “* On the bank.” He said, 
* Which side,” and they said, “ Texas.” 
Whereupon he murmured, “ Prohibition 
State, throw me in again.” Another 
extraordinary argument that had been 
used was that this power of doing away 
with the drink shops would be used by 
the topers and the soakers to increase 
their number, that they would be the 
people least likely to try and get rid of 
this drink fiend. He believed that there 
was a desire in this country to improve, 
and that even the old drinkers, who were 
perhaps more helpless than they were 
credited with being, had also a desire t: 
improve. He had read recently of a 
place where they had local option and 
where the people were asked to give a 
vote on the question of drink or no 
drink. and to the surprise of every one all 
the old topers and soakers came up and 
voted against drink. Asked why they 
voted against the drink of which thev 
were so fond they answered, “It will 
not help us, our day is gone, but it may 
save the ; His hon. friend in 
charge of the Bill wanted to save the boys 
of Scotland, and he himself desired to 


bovs.”’ 
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help in saving them, and he hoped that 
the House would help them to achieve 
that good end. 
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One of the most interesting de- 
bates which they had had in the 
House that session was when his hon. 
friend the Member for Camberwell and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Cambridge University brought for- 
ward the question of the underfed 
children. Everybody who had a heart 
must have had it wrung when he heard 
of the alarming numbers of underfed 
children who went to the schools, but 
every man in the House knew perfectly 
well that if they had inquired into the 
circumstances of those underfed children 
not one in a hundred would be found to 
be the child of teetotal parents. That 
question was not raised in the debate, 
they were too cautious to refer to it, and 
the hon. Member for North Islington 
ought to be congratulated for the courage 
he showed on that occasion. When no 
one would speak of the cause he got up 
boldly and showed that it was the drinking 
of the parents that caused the misery of the 
children. That showed that this ques- 
tion of drink came into everything some- 
where, and that it permeated and ag- 
gravated every evil from which the nation 
suffered. It was as true now as it was 
when Mrs. Davenport Hill called atten- 
tion to the fact, that it was a strange 
thing that in whatever direction one 
turned with a desire to benefit the people 
of this country that there the drink 
demon started up and blocked the way. 
This year or next vear or some time hon. 
Members on both sides of the House would 
zo down to their constituents and say that 
what the country really needed was 
social reform. What did social reform 
mean? It meant doing something to 
help to make the people better, happier, 
and holier. If social reform did not 
mean that it was a sham or a delusion. 
They could not carry out any social re- 
form on any great scale or on any scale 
at all without striking at the great power 
of the liquor traffic. Persons who lived 
in these bad houses, crowded and huddled 
up together, were not teetotalers; it 
was drink which caused people to live 
in bad houses. Then there was gambling ; 


that was another reform that was re- 
Sir Wiljrid Lawson. 
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quired. It was notorious that the public- 
house was in many cases only the ante- 
room for the bookmaker. Then there 
was sanitary reform, but where bad 
drainage and sewer gas killed its thou- 
sands of victims drink killed its tens of 
thousands. He appealed to the House 
to give the people this power so that 
they might exercise it for the benefit 
of themselves, their children, and their 
country, and thus place a weapon 
in the hands of the people which would 
enable them to overthrow their greatest 
enemy. He thought if this Bill were 
passed this House might rest on th 
strong and well-grounded hope that they 
had done something to stari the nation 
on a better and purer path than it had 
ever trod before. 


*THE LORD-ADVOCATE 
Dickson, Glasgow, 


(Mr. Scorr 
Bridgton) said he 


agreed with many of those who had 
spoken that this question could not 


be treated, and ought not to be, as 
in any sense a Party question. For 
his’ part, he had never regarded it 

such. On the other hand, he did no’ 
quite see the relevancy of many of the 
arguments that had been adduced in the 
direction of exposing the evils of intem- 
perance, because he took it there was no 
one in the House who did not recognise 
and deplore those evils, and who was not 
ready to do anything which to the bes 
of his belief would conduce to thei 
mitigation. The point to which too 
little attention had been paid was how 
would this Bill bring about that result ’ 
Considerable time had been taken up 
in pointing out the many evils drink 
brought upon the people; but having 
heard quotations from medical men ot 
eminence not only in their profession but 
politically, they were driven to the con- 
clusion that in this case, as in others, 
doctors differed. 


had said— 


Sir Frederick Treves 


“The use of alcohol is absolutely inconsis- 
tent with surgeon’s work or with 


any work 
demanding quick and alert judgment.” 


That seemed to him to be a proposi- 
tion too extreme to receive acceptance 


from ordinary, reasonable men—and 























1073 
when they heard it stated that alcohol 
was a poison, he wondered if hon. Mem- 
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bers were aware that the Minority Report 
of the Royal Commission stated— 

‘We must recognise the fact that most 
people still regard alcohol as an ordinary article 
f diet, which is only harmful if taken in ex- 

It was idle to say that alcohol was a 
poison and nothing else, and that the 
ise of it was inconsistent with any work 


demanding acute and alert judgment. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) : Sir 


Frederick Treves says so, 
*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I know. 


Mr. BLACK: 


Commission ? 


How long ago was the 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: It is true that 
life is long, no doubt, but alcohol cannot 
hecome a poison from being an article 


of diet in six years, 


Mr. BLACK : 


n SIX Vvears. 


But opinion changes 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that astrong 
irgument had been used by the supporters 
of the Bill that they must trust the 
people. But that was what the supporters 
of the Bill would not do. If it were pro- 
posed to bring in a Bill to allow the people 
to say whether they should increase the 
number of licences or diminish them, 
the temperance party, as they called 


themselves, would have nothing to do 


with it. ‘That was not trusting the 
people. It was because the temperance 


party were afraid of trusting the people 
that they brought in a Bill of this one- 
sided character. 
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Mr. HUNTER CRAIG: Who said so ? 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: Will they take 
a Bill of that kind ? 


Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, :W.R., 
Spen Valley): Will you give us a 
Bill on that footing 2 

*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: Wil hon. 
Members opposite try their hands at 
a temperance Bill of that kind ? 


Mr. WHITTAKER: Will you give us 
one ¢ 

*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that the 
Bill 


those whose reading on the 


present had been brought in by 


subject 
stopped at a more ancient date than 
1899. It 1897, because 


stopped at 


the promoters said that any offence 


against the Bill was to be subject to 
the penalties of the Licensing Acts, 
1828-1897, 


parently, that there had been the Report 


completely forgetting, ap- 


of the Royal Commission in 18), and 
an important Licensing Act passed in 
1903 for Scotland, which in very many 
material respects changed the whole 
situation. Neither the Majoritv nor 
the Minority Reports of the Royal Com- 
mission was in favour of a Bill of this 
kind. The Majority Report was against 
it, and the Minority Report said that 
they (the minority) were in favour 
of it if there was compensation, and 
if there was a period of five or seven 
The 


which the hon. Member for Spen Valley 


years allowed to elapse. Leport 


signed did not believe in this Bill and 


did not approve of compensation. 


This Bill did not allow the prescribed 


time or give compensation, and did 
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not intend to. He therefore claimed 
the of the 


the Spen Valley as one who should 


support hon. 


vote with him against this Bill. Would | 


the House remember 
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Member for | 


that under the | 


Veto (Scotland) Bill, 


|of the people in Paisley when the 
Magistrates proposed to clos all the 
public-houses in that town because it 
was a Glasgow Spring Holiday. That, 


surely, would not be local option. 


Act of 1905 a very large representative | 


element was introduced into the Licen- | 


sing Court, which made a most materia! 
change ? 
to substitute a chance 
majority even of one, instead of the 
discretion. That 
It was the kind 


magisterial would 


be a retrograde step. 


of legislation to which the hon. Member | 


for Camborne took exception years 
ago. 
Sir WILFRID LAWSON said he | 


had always, ever since he had _ been 
in the House, supported every moderate 
that had been 


temperance reform 


brought in. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON asked what did 
Bill 


taking a town with ten or twenty wards, 


the propose ¢ It proposed that, 


there might be 


alternative wards where 
drink shops were prohibited, and alter- 
native wards where there might be as 


many shops as the magistrates cared 


to allow. Was that calculated to 
increase temperance ¢ [OpPosITION 
cries of “* Yes.”| The same would 


apply to country parishes, but, with 
regard to that, it was suggested that 
all the places should take their holidays 
But then 


the Act said that the Licensing Court 


on one day under the Act. 


might pass a by-law for closing licensed 
premises wholly or partly on New Year's 
Day, or on such other days, not being more 
than four in any one year, as the Licens- 


ing Court might deem fit and expedient 


lor special reasons. Just fancy the feelings 


Mr, Scott Dickson. 


majority, a 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): It 


| would be a special reason. 


What was proposed now was | 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : What about 
They 
| would have exhausted their power of 


Paisley when their holiday came ? 


closing, and would have to go up to 
When had 


measure aS was passed two years ago, 


Glasgow. they such a 


surely it was a little too much to say 


that Parliament was to be asked to upset 
the whole of the discretionary power 
then conferred and to place the matte1 
absolutely in the control of the chance 
majorities. Surely in a matter of this 
kind it was much more like trusting 
the people to say, “ We shall allow 
you, in the management of your affairs, 
to regulate this matter, and if you do 
not regulate it we will turn you out at the 
next election.” He confessed that to 
his mind there had been no argument 
adduced to show that this Bill, if passed, 
would mitigate the evils of drunkenness. 
That was the point of the question. 
Nobody doubted there were great evils 
from drink, but many of them doubted 
that a Bill of this kind would bring about 
the result which its supporters said it 
would. On the contrary, he thought 
this panacea would tend to create evils 
worse than those which existed at pre- 
sent, and because of that he would vote 
against the Bill. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER said the Lord-Ad- 
vocate had claimed his vote against the 
Bill on the ground that the Minority 
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Report of the Royal Commission re- 
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commended popular control at the end 
of five years grace, but the right hon. 
Gentleman in his reference to the Minority 
Report had omitted to notice the fact 
that there was a reservation embodied 
in a@ Memorandum, which five of them 
signed, to the effect that people were 
entitled to have the right at once to 
prohibit the issue of licences in any 
district where they were considered 
unnecessary. That was the broad prin- 


‘iple of this Bill. 


o favour of a large majority, not be- 


Personally he was 


ause he did not think a bare majority 
would not be perlectly right and just, 
hut because he thought it desirable to 
have a distinct majority behind the law 
in order to have it more efficiently en- 


forced. 


As to the actual working of pro- 
hibition, the Commission did not hear 
1 single witness from any foreign 


country or any colony. They had evi- 
dence as to the advisability of applying 
prohibition here but no evidence of its 
With 


reference to the pictures which had been 


working abroad or in the Colonies. 


lrawn of the dire results of having pro- 
‘ibition in one area and not in an ad- 
joining one, he, perhaps, might be allowed 
io point out that this condition prac- 
tically obtained at present in parts of 
London and elsewhere, where, as a con- 
lition on which the land was held, public- 
These 


virtually prohibited areas, and it was all 


houses were not allowed. were 
to their advantage, as the people flocked 
to them the more readily because the 
houses were better and the conditions 
of life were more desirable. The right 
hon. Gentleman had twitted them with 
the fact that they would not trust the 


people with the power to increase the 
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number of licences. Would the right hon. 
objection to this Bill b> 
not the 
Would the right hon. Gentleman give 
Bill? As to the 


tions of perjury and immorality 


Gentlemen’s 


removed if such were case ? 


them such a allega- 
in the 
prohibition States of America, unfor- 
tunately there was a great deal of cor- 
ruption in the administration of almost 
all laws in the United States. but it would 
be strange news indeed to learn that in 
Chicago and New York corruption and 
immorality were absent and that in the 
prohibition States they abounded. Cor- 
ruption in its worst form was to be found 
in Chicago and New York, where they 


had never had prohibition. 


In order to show how the prohibition 
law was evaded he was taken, when in 
the United States, to the towns of Lewis- 


town and Auburn, where he had been 


told liquor was being sold freely. He 
was taken by the sheriff of the adjom- 
ing county to the store of a !arge 


tradesman, a friend of the sheriff, 


and that gentleman undertook 


drink 


After they had been out for an 


to show 


him where could be obtained. 
hour 
and had been unable to get a drop of 
liquor they went to lunch, and on their 
the 


sort of person who would be found on a 


return they met a gentleman—just 
racecourse—and after considerable ne- 
gotiation that gentleman was induced 
to show him where liquor could be ob- 
tained. He was taken then to a mean 
sort of refreshment place in the Frene) 
portion of the town, in which ther> 
was not five shillings worth of stock, 
where he had to pass through twelve 
doors, most of which had to be closed 
before the next could be opened, till at 
length he reached a little dark scullery, 


in which was a jar of whisky, from which 
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a small quantity was supplied in a flask. 
When he got out and inquired what all 
the manceuvring meant, he was informed 
that there was an electric bell in the front 
shop, that when any suspicious person 
approached they sprang the bell, and 
that thereupon the man in the scullery 
emptied the jar of whisky down 
the sink. 


long to 


The doors took the police so 
get through that when they 
reached the scullery there was no whisky 
That 


the prohibition law was violated, and 


on the premises. was the way 
he submitted that it was fairly effec- 
There were a good 
this 


tive prohibition. 
many laws im country which 
were evaded much more barefacedly. 
He admitted that in the town of Portland, 
Maine, liquor was sold when he was there 
because it was done with the connivance 
of the sheriff himself. He asked the 
sheriff one day why he did not make them 
shut up, and the reply was, “ Oh, I think 
the sale ought to be allowed under 
control and that they ought to pay for 
being allowed te sell, so I bring them up 
every month or two, and have them fined 
one hundred dollars for selling liquor, 
But 


sheriff's 


and then let them go on again.” 
in the case of Portland, the 
action had been of so outrageous a 
character that a law was passed that 
so frightened him that he was now 
shutting up the houses in Portland where 


liquor was sold. 


This was a Local Veto Bill. Inthe State 
of Maine prohibition was carried by a vote 
of the whole State, and it might be that 
some place might not be in favour of pro- 


hibition, and that though they might be | 


able to enforce prohibition over a wide area 
like Maine, in one particular place they 
might not be able to do so. That was 
why several of the American States had 


| Mr. Whittaker. 


‘ 
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abandoned State prohibition, and had 
adopted local veto instead where the 
localities were in favour of the principle. 
This was the proposal contained in the 
present measure. There was no attempt 
made in it to interfere with individual 
liberty ; all it was proposed to do was to 
interfere with the public sale of liquor. 
What they said wasthat if a man wanted 
liquor then he would have to make his 
own arrangements to get it, but if the 
people of a district believed that a public- 
house in their midst would create a 
great evil, then they should have the 
right and power to shut it up. Mr. 
Bass, when a Member of this House, passed 
a Bill through which gave power to any 
one man in a street to stop a_ barrel 
organ or a German band from playing 
Mr. Bass 


thought it was just and right for one 


if it was a nuisance to him. 


man in a street to have that power. 
All they asked now was that by a sub- 
stantial majority the people should be 
allowed to protect themselves from a 
great evil, an evil which extended, 
not for ten minutes, but from Monday 


morning to Saturday night. 


Sir ROBERT REID said he did not ap- 
proach this matter as a total abstainer, but 
asa citizen who was anxious forthe healthy 
development of the life of his own country- 
men. The evil of intemperance was not 
disputed by anyone. That evil was in 
some cases more formidable in Scotland 
than in England by reason of the char- 
acter of the liquor which was mostly con- 
consumed there. The liquor was thor- 
oughly bad. It was not good whisky, 
it was often very bad, very raw, and 
very immature, and it did incalculable 
harm to the people who consumed it in 


large quantities. He himself believed 


_ that Scotland was capable of leading the 
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thought of mankind throughout the 
world, and would do so were it not for 
this cursed drink traffic, which people 
vere only too anxious to control by pro- 
per laws, but were not allowed by Parlia- 
ment to do. The Lord-Advocate de- 
precated looking at this question from a 
Party point of view, but he did not think 
ihe right hon. Gentleman was himself 
wholly free from Party bias in the manner 
in which he handled the subject. On 
behalf of the the Lord- 


Advocate had not the smallest suggestion 


Government 


of any sort or kind to make for the pur- 
That 
showed that the Government was not fit 


pose of meeting this terrible evil. 


for its place in dealing with a matter of 
this kind. 


ernment was fit for its place that was not 


He maintained that no Gov- 


prepared to do a great deal more than 
liad ever yet been done in regard to the 


question of intemperance in Scotland. 


*Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: We did in 1903 
by the registration of clubs more in the 
direction of temperance than has been 


done for the last twenty years. 


Sir ROBERT REID said he was speak- 
ing rather of what the Government were 
prepared to do. For the Lord-Advocate 
to regard the registration of clubs as a 
temperance reform of a very important 
character was a mistake and delusion. 
There never had been the pretence of 
fixity of tenure in regard to public-houses 
in Scotland, and people had frequently 
been dispossessed of their public-houses 
on the ground that they were not required 
The hon. Member 


for Renfrew proposed to give compensa- 


in the public interest. 


tion in the case of many of these public- 
which were discontinued in the 


public interest. He did not think the 


houses 
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‘hon. Member would find much Scottish 
opinion in support of such a proposal. 
Local option limited to small areas was 
quite a different thing from prohibition 
over large areas, such as prevailed in the 

He did not doubt that 


in a great many parts of Scotland the 


United States. 


power of local veto would not be exercised, 
but of this he was certain, that the mere 
fact that they had that power would 
have the effect of revolutionising the 
whole system of licensing in Scotland. 
The whole objection to the Bill seemed 
to be that it contained no proposal for 
Such a was 


compensation. proposal 


scouted by all Parties in Scotland. 
This subject in one form or another 
had been brought forward four times in 
the last twenty-five years, and this was 
the fifth In 1880 the principle 


of this Bill was affirmed by thirty-eight 


time. 


Scottish Members against three. In 
1881 the principle was affirmed by 


thirty-seven Scottish Members against 
three. In 1885 the principle was affirmed 
by thirty-six Scottish Members against 
two. It took sixteen years from the 
year 1883 onwards to get an opportunity 
of discussing this vital question again 
in the House of Commons, and when at 
last it was brought before the House 
in 1899, forty Scottish Members voted 
in favour of the principle of the Bill 
and fifteen He thought 


that when the opinion of Scotland was 


against it. 


so strongly in favour of this Bill, and had 
for five and twenty years been endeavour- 
ing to give it effect, English Members 
had no right at all constantly to outvote 
the Scottish Members and to prevent 
the opinion of Scotland from taking 
effect. It was not the result of the 
opinion of the English people; it was 


| owing to the influence of a great English 
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trade in the House. It was the influence 
of the liquor trade in the House and in 
the country, and by the unjust and 
unfair influence of that trade the voice 
oi Scotland upon a matter deeply affect- 
ing her had been overridden. He pro- 
tested against that as a Scotsman and 
as a Scottish Member. He appealed 
to the fairness and good sense of English 
Members not to allow it to be done any 
longer. He hoped whatever Govern- 
ment might be returned at the next 
election, Scotland would determine that 
they would not be further humbugged 


in this matte, 


Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
said he did not believe an Act of this 
for the 


He quite agreed 


kind would be benefit of the 
people of Scotland. 

that Act of local 
better Act of 


proceeded by way of a 


an veto was much 


than an prohibition. 


Canada had 
Prohibition Act but she had not become 
more sober in consequence of that Act. 
Canada was sober before there was such 
an Act, and had not improved so far as 


The drink 


bill had gone up, yet it was still the 


sobriety was concerned since. 


most sober country of the world because 
the temperance spirit was greater there 
than in any other country in the world, 
but public opinion was always turning 
towards the sign of prohibitory legisla- 
The Daily News said with regard 
the Scott Act had 


been in operation for twenty-five years-— 


tion. 


to Canada, where 


“It is a rare thing to see any wine, malt 
liquor, or other intoxicant on a dinner table in 
Canada. <A good deal of drinking takes place, 
but not in the In England drinking 
intoxicants is social orthodoxy ; in Canada not 
to drink intoxicants is social orthodoxy. In 
England legislation lags behind public opinion 
on the temperance question. In Canada 


open. 


legislation has got ahead of public opinion on | 


the temperance question. The law in most 


Sur Robert Reid. 
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stringent that it js 
generally disregarded not openly, but only with 
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of the provinces is so 


a pretence of disguise.” 


It was twenty vears since he had lived 
in Canada, but when he lived there } 
saw the operation of the Scott Act, and 
the result of its operation was that 
was adopted in some places and not in 
others, so that it was not unusual to 
find that in one portion of a town pro- 
hibition existed and in another it did 
The same thing would occur in 
Scotland under this Bill under 
The effect was that jn 


not. 
simi! if 
circumstances, 
the 
adopted it did not decrease but on!y 


country where prohibition was 


increased private drinking, because ‘+ 
was lawful to prohibit the selling of liquo: 


but not its manufacture. So long as it 


was obtainable by crossing the street 
or by going on to the next town, no Bill 
would tend to increase the temperance 


the people. The Christin 


spirit in 
Guardian said— 


} 
} 


“Tt was easier to secure the Scott Act in the 


counties than to secure its enforcement ord 


permanence.” 


In Canada in every one of the 
twenty-six counties that had adopted 
the Scott Act the law had been steadily 


He these 


facts as arguments against the principle 


evaded. was not stating 
of local option but as the experience of 
countries and people who had found it 
impossible to make such Acts operative 
and effective. 

It had been admitted in this debate 
that this was a question largely of 
The 
Westminster Gazette offered 
They said— 

« Neither missing the election nor the pas:'ng 
the vital consideration. 


sentiment. Presbyterian articles 


in the the 
same evidence. 


of legislation was 
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Experience has taught us a few lessons on the 
futility of hasty or imperative legislation. 
Temperance reformers of the most extreme 
type are nursing their theories of reform and 
are recognising more clearly the importance 
of constant education and active moral 
agencies as essential to effective prohibitory 
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laws.” 

The English Church newspaper, the 
Church Record, said— 

‘¢ We should like to impress upon our readers 
that the Church’s work is to teach temperance 
on the basis of the moral and not the civil 
law.” 

He offered those opinions, because they 
were founded on twenty-five years exper- 





ience of the working of Prohibition Acts. 
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He would oppose in every case a Bill 
which left any decision in this matter 
of temperance to a majority of the people 
in the parish, the county, or the city for 
the simple reason that there never had 
been a case where, a power of this sort 
having been granted by Parliament, 
it had been possible to get more than 50 
per cent. of the people to vote on the 


question. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—ayes, 109; Noes, 
142. (Division List No. 151). 


AYES. 


Haldane, Rt. H« 
| Harcourt, Lewis 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 


m.Richard B. ) Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


Reid, Sir RK. Threshie (Dumfries 








Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, IL. 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bright, Allan Heywood 

Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cremer, William Randal 
William 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dobbie, Joseph 

Houglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Kilice,Capt EC(S.Andr’wsBghs 
Evans, SirFrancisH.( Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel IT’. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, N.E 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 


Crooks, 


Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAJex.F. 
Ags-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
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| Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil) 

| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 

| Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 

| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 

| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 

| Horniman, Frederick John 

| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

| Johnson, John 

| Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 

| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Lamont, Norman 
Langley, Batty 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

| Lough, Thomas 

| Lundon, W. 

| Macnamara, Dr. ‘Thomas J. 
M‘Crae, George 

| M‘Kenna, Reginald 

| Markham, Arthur Basil 

| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


tickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 


| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
| Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 

| Schwann, Charles E. 

| Shaw, Thomas (Hawiak B.) 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 


Slack, John Bamford 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


| Sullivan, Donal 

| Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, F. 
| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
| Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
| Ure, Alexander 


| Wallace, 


Lobert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, John Cathceart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 


| White, Luke (York E.R.) 


| Morley, Rt. Hon.John(Montrose | 
| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Yoxall, James Henry 


| Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Newnes, Sir George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parrott, William 


| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


NOES. 


| Allsopp, Hon. George 
| Anson, Sir William Reynell - 
| Arkwright, John Stanhope 


SERIES.] 2 0 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| ‘TELLERS FoR THE AYES—Mr. 


| 


Hunter Craig and = Mr. 


Crombie. 


| Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


| Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H 


Austin, Sir Johp 
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Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M 
Bigwood, James 

Bowles, Lt.-Col. H F'( Middlesex) 
Bowles,T.Gibson(King’s Lynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn. J.A(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Colomb, Rt. Hon. Sir John C.R 
Craig, Charles C. (Antrim, 8.) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir Joseph C 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred Dixon 
Doogan, P. C 

Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edwara 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Finch, Bt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirRB(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs.) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 





Adjournment 





Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 


agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months, | 


NEW BILE, 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT (1991) 
AMENDMENT. 


Bill to amend The Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901, in Tespect of Laundries, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr, Cameron 
Corbett, Sir Hugh Shaw- Stewart, Mr. | 
Arthur Henderson, and Mr. Trevelyaa. | 





{COMMONS} 


Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir RobertT. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Howard, J. Midd., (Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Keswick, William 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph (Monm’th 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W/(Mile End) 
Lawson,John Grant( Yorks.NR. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, David J(Walthamstow 


| Morrison, James Archibald 


Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
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AMENDMENT BILL. 


“To amend The Factory and Work- 
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O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pym, C. Guy 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Richards, HenryC.(Finsbury, &. 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire ) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D (Strand) 
Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G (Oxf’dUniv 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.Sir CEH (Sheffield 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E (Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H (Yorks 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogrs—Sir 
Lewis M‘Iver and Sir Gilbert 
Parker. 


‘shop Act, 1901, in respect of Laundries,” 


204. ] 


No. 3. 


Whereupon 
adjourned the House without Question 


presented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [ Bill 


Mr. 


put, in pursuance of Standing Order 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six 


o’clock till Monday next. 





Depury - SPEAKER 
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Monday, 8th May, 1905. 





SAT FIRST. 


The Lord Chelmsford sat first in 


Parliament after the death of his father. | 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi- 
ficate from the Examiners that the 


y 
S 


: s ing Bill have been complied with :—Edu- 
cation Board Provisional Orders Confir- 
, mation (Liverpool, ete.) [H.1.]. 
: Also the Certificate that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
‘have not been complied with :—Rhymney 
and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Com- 
, pany (Petition for Bill). 


And also the Certificates that the 
‘ further Standing Orders applicable to the 
: following Bills have been complied with :— 
: Acton Sewage ; Birmingham Corporation ; 
i Brentwood Gas; Great Berkhampstead 
' Gas; Ilfracombe Harbour and Improve- 
* ment; London Gas; Otley Improvement ; 
» Great Northern Railway; Nottingham 
sand Retford Railway; Seaham Gas; 
k Croydon Gas ; Dublin Corporation (Super- 
annuation) ; Hitchin and District Gas. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
* Table, 


COMME? 


» Lautour’s Divorce Bill [nu]. Wit- 
nesses ordered to attend on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, two to produce 
documents. 


Pslerish 


Matlock Bath Improvement Bill [#.t.]. 
. Witnesses ordered to attend the Select 
¥ Committee. 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate, 


a copy of the proposed Bill annexed 


thereto ; read, and referred to two English | 


Judges. 


Corbett Estate Bill [u.t.]. Judges’ 
Report received; Bill presented, and 
rad 14, 
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| poration Bill [x.1.]. 
|Commitrers informed the House that 
_ the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn, 


| Dearne 


N Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
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Ocean Accident and Guarantee Cor- 
The CHAIRMAN OF 


Clay 


Bill. 


Cross Railway (Abandonment) 
Read 2", and committed. 


Great Central Railway Bill [H.1.]; 
Valley Railway Bill [H.1.]; 
Sheffield University Bill [H.1.]. Read 3*, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Bill. Read 5*, and passed. 


Gillingham, and 
Read 3, with 


Brompton, Chatham, 
Rochester Water Bill. 


'the Amendments, and passed, and re- 


turned to the Commons. 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill; 
Great Western Railway (New Railways) 
Bill; Aylesbury Gas Bill; Ealing Cor- 
poration Bill; South Oxfordshire Water 
and Gas Bill; Great Western Railway 
(Additional Pewers) Bill; Aberdare 
Urban District Council Bill; Colne Cor- 
poration Bill; Stockport Corporation 
Bill; Halifax Corporation Bill; Andover 
Lighting and Power Bill; Bristol Cor- 
poration Bill; Croydon Corporation Bill; 
Swansea Corporation Bill. Brought from 
the Commons; read 1"; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


Cordoba and Rosario Railway Bill 
[H.L.]; Entre Rios Railways Bill [x.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


Worcestershire County Council Bridges 
Bill. Examiner’s Certificate of non- 
compliance with the Standing Orders 
referred to the Standing Orders Committee 
on Tuesday, the 16th instant. 


Wellingborough and District Tram- 


‘roads and Electricity Supply Bill [#...]. 


The order made on the 31st of March 


last appointing certain Lords the Select 
Petition for a Private Bill, together with | 


Committee to consider the Bill, dis- 
charged. 
Bridgwater Canals Bill [n.u.]. The 


| CuyarrMAN oF CommirTees informed the 
' House that the Promoters do not intend 


to proceed further with the Bill. The 
Orders mate on the 3rd and 31st of 


2P 
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March last, discharged. Ordered, That | 
the Bill be not further proceeded with. | 


| 
“Sunderland and South Shields Water | 
Bill, The CHatrMan or CoMMITTEES | 
informed the House that the Promoters 
do not intend to proceed further with the | 
Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be not | 
further proceeded with. 


Parliamentary 


| pursuant to 


Abertillery Urban District Water Bill | 
{u.L.]. The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES | 
informed the House that the Promoters | 
Jo not intend to proceed further with the 
Bill. The Orders of the 21st of February | 
and the 3lst of March last, discharged. | 
Ordered, That the Bill be not further | 
proceeded with. | 


Barrymore Estate Bill [H.u.]; Leven’s | 
Patent Bill [n.1.]. Committed. | 


' Hythe Corporation Bill [w.1.]; Whitby | 
Urban District Council Bill [H.1.]; | 
Mansfield Corporation Bill [u.1.]; Hast- | 
ings Tramways Bill [n.u.]; Londen 
Squares and Enclosures (Preservation) 
Bill [u.1.]; Nottingham Corporation Bill 
[u.L.]; Sandgate Urban District Council 
Bill [1.1.]; Blackpool Improvement Bill 
[u.L.]. Report from the Committee of | 
Selection, That the Lord Denman be | 
proposed to the House as a member of | 


the Select Committee on the said Bills in | 


the place of the Lord Shute (V. Barring- | 


ton) ; read, and agreed to. 


“Bangor (County Down) Water and | 
Improvement Bill [x.u.]; Matlock Bath | 
Improvement Bill [1.1.]; Metropolitan 
and Great Central Railway Companies | 
Bill [n.t.]; Southport, Birkdale, and 
West Lancashire Water Board Bi!l[#.1.]; 
Formby Township Bill [x.1.]; Humber 
Conservancy Bill[.1.]. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Lord 
Chelmsford be proposed to the House as 
a member of the Select Committee on the 
said Bills in the place of the Earl of 
Wesimeath; read, and agreed to. 


Harbour, etc., Bills. Report of the | 
Board of Trade on the Humber Con- 
servancy Bill [.u.]. Ordered to be laid 
before the House’ (The Lord Privy Seal | 


(M. Salisbury). ! 


{LORDS} 
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PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
(RECESS). 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the following Papers, having 
been commanded to be presented to this 
House by His Majesty, had been so 
presented on the following dates by 
delivery to the Clerk of the Parliaments, 
Standing Order No, 
CXI., viz. :— 

Charity Commission. Fifty second 
Report of the Charity Commissioners for 
England and Wales. (April 17.) 


Egypt, No. 1 (1905) — Reports by 
His Majesty’s Agent and Consul-General 
on the finances, administration, and 
condition of Egypt and the Soudan in 


1904, (April 17.) 
Board of Education :— 


I. Regulations for secondary schools 
from Ist August, 1905, to 31st July, 
1906. (April 17.) 

If. Special reports on educational 
subjects. Volume  15.—School 
training for the home duties of 
women. Part I. The teaching of 
“domestic science” in the United 
States of America, (April 27.) 


Free and United 
(Scotland):— 

I. Royal Commission on Churches. 
Vol. I.—Reports. 

Vol. II. Minutes of evidence and 
appendices. (April 18.) 

1. Departmental Commission, In- 
terim Report to the Secretary for 
Scotland by Sir John Cheyne, K.C. 
(May 3.) 


Free Churches 


Education (Scotland), Report and 
Papers relating to the training of teachers 
for the year 1905-1904. (April 18.) 


(Board of Trade 
Tenth Abstract 


Labour Statistics 
(Labour Department). 


of Labour Statistics of the United 
Kingdom, 1902-1904, (April 18.) 


Transvaal :- 
I. Further correspondence relating 
to labour in the Transvaal mine 
(in continuation of [Cd. 2183]). 
(April 18.) 
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Pativamentaty 


II. Papers relating to Constitutional | 


changes in the Transvaal. (April 
27.) 

INI. Despatch transmitting Letters 
Patent and Order in Council pro- 
viding for Constitutional changes 
in the Transvaal. (April 27.) 


Education (Ireland) 1904. Annual 
Report of the Commissioners of Education 
in Ireland, for the year 1904. (April 27.) 


Agrarian Offences (Provinces) (Ireland). 
Return for the year ended December 31st, 
1904. (April 27.) 


Lunacy (Scotland). Forty - seventh 
Annual Report of the General Board of 
Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland. 


(April 27.) 


Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887. Retura 
of the number of Eviction Notices filed 
during the Quarter ended December 5lst, 


1904. (April 27.) 
Trade. Annual Statement of the 
Trade of the United Kingdom with 


Foreign Countries and British Possessions, 
1904, compared with the four preceding 
years. Vol. I. (Summaries, Abstract, 
and detailed Tables of Imports and 
Exports.) (April 27.) 


Factory and Workshop (Laundries). 
List of religious and charitable institu- 
tions in which laundries are carried on. 


(April 27.) 


Explosives (Explosion at Messrs. Eley 
Brothers’ Factory, Edmonton, Middlesex. 
Report to the right hon, the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department by 
Captain J. H. Thomson, His Majesty’s 
Chief Inspector of Explosives, on the 
circumstances attending an explosion of 
collodion cotton which occurrel at the 
factory of Messrs. Eley Brothers, Limited, 
at Edmonton, Middlesex, on March 7th, 
1905. (April 27.) 


TREATY SERIES, 

No. 9 (1905). Convention between the 
United Kingdom and France respecting 
commercial relations between France and 
India ; signed at London, February 19th, 
1903, (Ratifications exchanged at Lon- 
don, March 27th, 1905.) 


{8 May 1905} 
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No. 10 (1905). Convention between 
the United Kingdom and France respect- 
ing commercial relations between France 
and the British Protectorates of East 
Africa, Central Africa, and Uganda; 
signed at London, 23rd February, 1903. 
(Ra ifications exchanged at London, 27th 
March, 1905.) . 


No. 11 (1905). Convention between 
the United Kingdom and France respect- 
ing commercial relations between France 
and the Seychelles Islands; signed at 
London, 16th April, 1902. (Ratifications 
exchanged at London, 27th March, 1905.) 

No. 12 (1905). Convention between 
the United Kingdom and France respect- 
ing commercial relations between France 
and Ceylon; signed at London, 19th 
February, 1903. (Ratifications  ex- 
changed at London, 27th March, 1905.) 

No. 13 (1905). Convention between 
the United Kinglom and Japan respect- 
ing commercial relations between Japan 
and India; signed at Tokio, 29th August, 
1904. (Ratifications exchanged at Tokio, 
15th March, 1905.) (April 27.) 

TRADE REPOR'TS.—I. (ANNUAL SERIES). 

No. 3342. Germany (Chemnitz and 
Saxony). 

No, 3343. Austria-Hungary (Finances 


and General Economic Conditions of 
Austria-Hungary). 


No. 3344, China (Canton). 
No. 3345. Chile (Coquimbo). 
No. 5346, France (Calais). 


No, 3347. Argentine Republic (Buenos 
Ayres). 


No, 3348. United States (Texas). 

No. 3349. United States (Chicazo). 
“ 3350. Denmark (Iceland). (April 

No. 3351. Russia (Poland and Lithu- 
ania), 

No. 3352. Spain (Bilbao). (April 28.) 

No. 3353. United States (New York). 


(April 29.) 


No. 3354, China (Newchwang). 
No, 3355. Peru (Iquitos). (May 2.) 
No. 3356. Portugal (Azores). 


No. 3357. Turkey (Constantinople). 
2P2 








Returns, 


. 5358, Germany (Pomerania). May 


No. 3359, Turkey (Trebizond Vilayet). 
. 3360. Persia (Arabistan). (May 4.) 
. 5361. Greece (Thessaly). 

No. 3362. Argentine Republic (Rosario). 
(May 5.) 

No. 3363. Turkey (Aleppo and An- 
dana). 


No. 3364. China (Wuhu). (May 6.) 


II. (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES). 
No. 633. Italy (Mineral Wealth of the 
Provinces of Siena and Grosseto). May 


2.) 


Underfed Children at Public Elemen- 
tary Schools. Circulars issued in April, 
1905, by the Local Government Board 
and the Board of Education as to the 
cases of children attending public elemen- 
tary schools who are without adequate 
nourishment, (April 29.) 


Wellington College. Report of the 
Governors for the year ended 3lst 
December, 1904; with accounts. (May 


1.) 


Mines and Quarries. Reports of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines and 
Quarries for the year 1904. (May 1.) 


Reformatory and Industrial Schools 
(Great Britain). Forty-eighth Report, 
for the year 1904, of the Inspector of 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools. 
Part I. List of Schools and detailed 
Reports. (May 1.) 


Navy (Gunnery). Result of Gunlayers 
Competition in His Majesty’s Fleet, 1904. 
(May 3.) 


Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
(Ireland). Fourth Annual General Report 
of the Department, 1903-1904. (May 3.) 


Turkey, No. 2 (1905). Further corres- 
pondence respecting the Affairs of South 
Kastern Europe (in continuation of 
“Turkey No. 4, (1904)”). (May 4.) 


Newfoundland. Report on the Foreign 
Trade and Commerce of Newfoundland. 
(May 4.) 


‘ LORDS} 
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Transvaal and Orange River Colony, 
Further correspondence relating to Affairs 
in the Transvaal and Orange River Colony 
(in continuation of [Cd. 2104]). (May 
4.) 


Reports, dc. 


Post Office. Agreement between the 
Post Office of Great Britain and Ireland 
and the Post Office Department of the 
United States of America for the direct 
exchange of parcels by parcel post, dated 
Srd February, 1905. (May 5.) 


West Indies. Despatch to the Gover- 
nors of the West Indian Colonies respec- 
ting the West Indian Mail Contract. 
(May 6.) 


Boiler Explosions. Report to the Secre- 
tary of the Board of Trade upon the 
working of the Boiler Explosions Acts, 
1882 and 1890; with appendices (in con- 
tinuation [Cd. 1764.]). (May 6.) 


Local Government Board (Scotland), 
Tenth Annual Report of the Local 
Government Board for Scotland, 1904. 
(May 6.) 

The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EVICTIONS (IRELAND). 

Retura of evictions in Ireland for the 
quarter ended 3lst March, 1905. Pre- 
sented (by Command), and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 

LUNACY. 

Report to the Lord Chancellor of the 
number of visits made, the number of 
patients seen, and the number of miles 
travelled by the visitors of lunatics put- 
suant to the Lunacy Act, 1890, between 
Ist October, 1904, and 31st March, 1905. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (AMENDING 
ORDER No. 1). 


Order amending Final Order No. 391. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889. 

Annual Report on the state of the 
finances of the University of Glasgow 
under the provisions of Section 30 of 
the Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889, 
for the year 1903-1904, 














ne 
id 
he 
ct 


— > 








New 


1097 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 TO 
1903. 


Hull (Channel Islands Animals) Land- 
ing Place Order of 1905. 


POST OFFICE. 
Statutory Rules and Orders, 1904— 


No. 1746. The Inland Post Amend- 
ment (No. 1) Warrant. 


Statutory Rules and Orders, 1905— 


No. 56. The Foreign and Colonial 
Post Amendment (No, 9) Warrant. 


No. 446. The Postal Order (Inland) 
Amendment (No, 2) Regulations. 


No. 410. The Foreign and Colonial 
Post Amendment (No, 10) Warrant. 


CERTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMA- 
TORIES (REGULATIONS FOR 
MANAGEMENT). 

Regulations made with the approval of 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department for the management and 
discipline of the certified inebriates 
reformatory at Cattal, near York. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (FINES AND 
RECOVERIES). 

Schedule containing a list and particu- 
lars of classes of documents connected 
with the alienation of land by means of 
fines and recoveries which are not con- 
sidered of sufficient public value to 
justify their preservation in the Public 
teco:d Office, 


IRISH LAND ACT, 1903. 
Treasury rules and regulations, dated 
14th April, 1905, under the Irish Land 
Act, 1903. 


METROPOLITAN}POLICE (ACCOUNTS). 

Accounts showing the sums received 
and expended for the purposes of the 
Metropolitan Police and Police Pension 
Funds between the Ist April, 1904, and 
the 3lst March, 1905. 


PHARMACY (IRELAND) ACTS, 1875 TO 1890. 
Order in Council, dated 22nd April, 
1905, approving of regulations made by 
the Pharmaceutical Society. 
PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 TO 1891 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCE). 
Licence grant-d by His Majesty to 


Harry Tate, under the provisions of the , 
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Penal Servitude Acts, 1853 to 1901, to 
which are annexed conditions other than 
those contained in Schedule A of the 
Penal Servitude Act, 1864, 


POLLING DISTRICTS ( BOROUGH OF 
HUDDERSFIELD). 

Order made by the Council of the 
borough of Huddersfield re-dividing the 
Lockwood Ward of the borough into 
polling districts. 


LIGHTHOUSES, ETC. (LOCAL 
INSPECTIONS). 

Reports to the Board of Trade by the 
Trinity House of Deptford Strond, the 
Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses, 
aud the Commissioners of Irish Lights, 
of their insp:ction of local lighthouses, 
buoys, and beacons (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No, 176, of Session 
1904). 


La‘d before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
UNION OF BENEFICES (METROPOLIS) 

ACT, 1860. 

Scheme for effecting an union of the 
Benefices of St. Paul’s, Covent Garden, 
and of St. Michael’s, Burleigh Street, in 
the city of Westminster, and for effect- 
ing certain other measures incidental to 
or arising out of such union. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
to be printed. (No. 58.) 


THAMES CONSERVANCY. 

General Report of the proceedings of 
the Conservators of the river Thames 
during the year ended 31st December, 
1904, with a statement of the accounts of 
the Conservators for that year: De- 
livered (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


HARBOUR, ETC., BILLS. 
Return respecting, laid before the 
House (pursuant to Order of this day) 
and to be printed, (No. 59.) 


NEW BILLS. 


—_—— 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL [1.1.] (No. 60). 

A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 

Orders made by the Board of Trade 

under the General Pier and Harbour Act, 
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1861, relatingto Craster, Tralee, and 
Tenit; And 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 2) BILL [1.1.] (No. 61). 

A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the General Pier and Harbour Act, 
1861, relating to Melfort and Porten- 
Cross. 


Were presented by the Lord Privy 
Seal (M. Salisbury); read 1°; to be 
printed ; and referred to the Examiners. 


NAVAL AND MILITARY MEDALS BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

A Bill to regulate and restrict the 
wearing of naval and military medals 
and decorations. Was presented by the 
Viscount Hutchinson (Z. Donoughmore) ; 
read 1*; and to be printed. (No 62.) 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


Read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 

House adjourned at half-past Four 
o'clock, till To-morrow, half- 


past Ten o’clock. 


—_——_—. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Monday, 8th May, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAKER’S ABSENCE AND THE 
ABSENCE OF THE CHAIRMAN OF 


WAYS AND MEANS. 

The House being met, the Clerk at the 
Table informed the House of the unavoid- 
able absence of Mr. SPEAKER, oWing to 
continued indisposition, and of the 
unavoidable absence of the CHAIRMAN OF 
Ways AND MEANS, owing to indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. Jerereys, the Deputy- 
Chairman, proceeded to the Table, and, 
after Prayers, took the Chair as Deputy- 
Speaker, pursuant to the Standing 
Order. 
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Bill Business. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


(STANDING ORDERS 
THERETO COMPLIED 
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PRIVATE BILLS 
APPLICABLE 
WITH). 

Mr. Deputy-Seeaker laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :—London 
County Council (Money) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 
PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 


ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY IN 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. Deputy-Seeaker laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :—South Eastern and London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill 
[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be 
second time, 


read a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Depury-Speaker laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 
the case of the following Bills, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
rders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :—Electric 
Lighting Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill, 


Ordered, That the Bills 


second time to-morrow. 


be read a 


PRIVATE BILLS (PETITION FOR ADDI- 
TIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Devury-Speaker laid upon the 

Table Reports from one of the Examiners 

of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in 

the case of the Petition for additional 
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Provision 
Standing Orders have not been complied | 
with, viz.:—London County Council 
(General Powers) Bill; London County 
Council (Tramways) Bill; Wigan Cor- 
poration Bill 


Ordered, That the Reports be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 

Heckmondwike Improvement Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Marylebone Chapels Bill [Lords]. Read 
the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


South Wales 
bution Company Bill. 
time, and passed. 


Electrical Power Distri- 
Read the third 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill. As amended, considered; to be 
read the third time. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway ‘Bill. As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the 
third time. 


Edgware and Hampstead Railway Bill. 
As amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 


West Cumberland Electric Tramways 
(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]. Con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time. 


Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh 
Extension Order Confirmation Bill. Read 
the third time, and passed. 


“ocal Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. Read a second time, 
committed. 


a Kells, and Drogheda Rail- 

y Bill. Order for Second Reading 
mes Thursday, May ! th, read, and dis- 
charged ; Bill withdrawn 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP H). 
Mr. Depury-SpeakER informed the | 
House, That the Committee on Group H| 
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meet until Thursday next, the parties 
promoting the Skegness Water Bill, 
which was set down for consideration on 
the first day of the meeting of the Com- 
mittee, had appeared before him and 
proved that the evidence of Dr. Samuel 
Rideal, 28, Victoria Street, Westminster, 
and John Clough Thresh, Chelmsford, 
was essential to their case, and that 
their attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House. 


Ordered, That Samuel Rideal and 
John Clough Thresh do attend the Com- 
mittee on Group H of Private Bills on 
Thursday next, at Twelve of the clock. 


POLICE 
Mr. 


AND SANITARY COMMITTEE. 

Deputy-SeeakeR informed the 
House, That the Police and Sanitary 
Committee being adjourned antil to- 
morrow, the parties opposing the Liver- 
pool Corporation Bill, which was set 
down for to-morrow, had appeared 
before him and age ‘d that the evidence 
of Dr. William Collingridge, Medical 
Officer of Health ‘a the City of London, 
Guildhall, E.C., was essential to their 
case, and that his attendance could not 
be procured without the intervention of 
the House. 


Ordered, That Dr. William Collingridge 
do attend the Police and Sanitary Com- 
mittee To-morrow, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. 


PETITIONS. 


BILL. 


alteration ; 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) 
Petition from Fearn, 
to lie upon the Table. 


for 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Lesmahagow, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 


Two Petitions from West Bristol, 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


in 


of Private Bills not being appointed to 
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JUVENILE SMOKING BILL. 


Petition from Leith, in favour; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kirriemuir, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Broughty 
Ferry; Cockburnspath; Coldstream ; 
Dundee; Eastwood; E dinburgh ; : Glas. | 
gow (two); Govan; Hillhead and 
Kelvinside ; Kelso ‘Abbey ; Kiloyth | 
(two); Kinning Park; Kirkealdy ; Lar- 
bert; Leith; Lesmahagow ; Maryhill ; 
Paisley; Portobello; Reston;  and| 
Scour; to lie upon the Table. 
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1894 TO 


Reports, &c. 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 
1903. 


i} 
| 
| Copy presented, of the Hull (Channel 
| Islands Animals) Landing Place Order of 
1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
NAVAL EXPENDITURE (GREAT BRITAIN 
AND FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 
| Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 4th May; Sir Edgar Vincent]; 
‘to lie upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 

THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
| Union of Benefices Act (Saint Paul, 
| Covent Garden, with Saint Michael, Bur- 
| leigh Street). Copy of Scheme under The 
| Union of Benefices Act, 1860, for effect- 
ing an Union of the Benefices of Saint 
Paul, Covent Garden, with Saint Michael, 
Burleigh Street [by Act]. 


MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S | 


SISTER BILL. 


Petition from Margate, against; to | 


lie upon the Table. 


MILK DEPOTS (LONDON) BILL. 


Petition from Lewisham, 
to lie upon the Table. 


in favour; 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


Petition from North Manchester, in | 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


‘RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LOCAL TAXATION (GRANTS IN AID). 
Return presented, relative 
[ordered 10th April; Mr. Black]; 


upon the Table, and to be printed. 
153.] 


to lie 


[No. 


EVICTIONS (LRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return of the 
number of Evictions in Ireland for the 
quarter ended 51st March, 1905 [by,Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


thereto | 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT. 
Address for ‘‘ Return of all sentences 
|of Corporal Punishment indicted under 
| 26 and 27 Vic., c. 44, upon persons con- 
'victed of offences under Section 43 of 
|The Larceny Act, 1861, and Section 21 
| of The Offences Against the Person Act, 
= in England and Wales, from the 

3lst day of December, 1903, to the 31st 
pes of December 1904, (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 288, of 
Session 1904).”—(Mr. Lloyd Morgan.) 


SUGAR AND SUGARED GOODS (IMPORT 
DUTIES) (FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 
Return ordered, ‘showing the amount 
of the Import Duties imposed on Sugar 
and on confectionery, jams, biscuits, 
icakes, and other sugared goods in 
|Germany, Austria, Hungary, Belgium, 
| Holland, France, and Switzerland; and 
also a Return of the drawbacks granted 
on exports in these countries on all these 
/commodities,”—(Mr. Lough.) 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


SMALLPOX. 


Return ordered, “showing as regards 
each Port or other Sanitary District in 
England and Wales (exclusive of any 
district wholly or partly in London), in 
respect of which during the year ended 
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Questions. 


Smallpox have been reported to the 
Local Government Board; the number 
of such cases; and also, where the 
number reported has exceeded 100, the 
estimated amount of the expenditure 
incurred by the Sanitary Authority in 
consequence of the occurrence of such 


cases,”’—(Sir John Tuke.) 


EAST INDIA (FINANCIAL STATEMENT). 


Address for ‘Copy of the Indian 
Fiaancial Statement for 1905-6 and of 
the Proceedings of the Legislative Council 
of the Governor-General thereon,” —(Sir 
Henry Fowler.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 


Irish Estates Commissioners—Legal 

Advice by Law Officers of the Crown. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
To ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether the Law Officers of the Crown 
in Ireland have given any legal advice 
to the Estates Commissioners in regard 
to the administration of the Purchase of 
Land (Ireland) Act, 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) No, Sir. 
The Law Officers of the Crown in Ireland 
give their legal advice to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant and Chief Secretary on all such 
questions as may be referred to them, 
but they do not advise and have not 
advised the Estates Commissioners. 


Navy—Training of Engineer Officers— 
Age Regulations. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
at what age the special training of officers 
of the Navy, who are to form the en- 
gineers branch of the profession, will 
commence, 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
hon. Member will find the Answer to his 
Question at page 5 of the Memorandum 
presented to Parliament on December 16th, 
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the 25th day of March, 1905, cases of | 
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1902, in which it was stated that the age 
at which the careers of the young officers 
will begin to diverge will be from nine- 
teen to twenty years. The Admiralty 
do not propose to anticipate the more 
detailed rules which will have to be laid 
down later in order to give effect to the 
scheme adopted in 1902. 


New Construction in British and Foreign 
avies. 


Mr. PARTINGTON (Derbyshire, High 
Peak): ‘lo ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty if he can give the amount of 
tonnage and its cost added by new con- 
struction to the British, French, German, 
United States of America, and Russian 
navies for the five years ending 3lst 
March, 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The 
figures, which do not include torpedo 
boats and submarines, are as follows :— 





Tons. Cost. 
_ 
Great Britain 601,755 | 46,712,123 
France - 178,322 | 17,589,215 
Germany - 198,561 | 18,830,704 
United States 154,184 | 14,663,817 
Russia - - | 267,586 | 


| 23,836,892 





Irish Board of Agriculture—Local Bodies 
and Staff Grievances. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
names of the local public bodies who 
have made representations to the De- 
partment of Agriculture in connection 
with the alleged inequality in the treat- 
ment of its staff; and what steps, if any, 
the Department proposes to take to 
satisfy these bodies of the justice or 
otherwise of their complaints. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Thepublic 
bodies which have notified to the Depart- 
ment their adoption of a_ resolution 
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passed, on the motion of the hon, 
Member for the Ossory Division, by the 


King’s County Council, are as follows :— | 


Dublin County Council. 

Cavan County Council. 

Cork Borough County Council. 
Kerry County Council. 

New Ross Urban Council. 
Middleton Urban Council, 
Newry Urban Council. 


The Department do not propose to 
discuss questions as to the organisation 
of their office staff with local bodies 
which have no functions in the matter, 


Uncertified Deaths in Scotland and 

reland. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord-Advocate if he will state 
the number of uncertified deaths in Scot- 
land and Ireland respectively for each 
vear since 1900, 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
number of deaths from uncertified causes 
in Scotland during 1900 were 2,757; 
during 1901 were 2.392; during 1902 
were 2,180. Figures for 1903-4 are not 
yet available. For information as to the 
Trish figures the hon. Member will 
probably apply to the Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant. 


Fines for Illegal Trawling. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord- Advocate 


if he will state the number of foreign 
and British trawlers respectively whose 
masters have been fined for illegal traw- 
ling during the present year, the aggregate 
amount of the fines, and the account into 
which such fines have been paid. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
masters of ten foreign and five British 
trawlers have been fined for illegal traw- 
ling during the present year, the aggregate 
amount of fines is represented by £1,160, 
and the fines paid have been credited to 
the account for * Law Charges and Courts 
of Law, Scotland,’ under Sub-head U, 


* Appropriations-in- Aid, Cash Fines, and 


Forfeitures.”’ 
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Elections of Justices of the Peace to 
the Licensing Court in Scotland. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.) : To 
‘ask the Lord-Advocate whether justices 
of the peace who are licence-holders are 
entitled to vote for the representatives of 
the justices on the Licensing Court in 
Scotland, notwithstanding the fact that 
they cannot themselves sit on such 
Court. 


Questions, 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) In 
my opinion they are. 


Poor Law Medical Relief—Recommenda- 
tions of Departmental Committee. 

Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): To ask the Lord-Advocate 
whether he proposes to take any further 
action upon the Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee on Poor Law Medical 
Relief, 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) A 
Bill is in course of preparation which, as 
at present proposed, will embody certain 
of the recommendations of the Depart- 
mental Committee on Poor Law Medical 
Relief. 


Learners in Dundee Telegraph Depart- 

ment. 

Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that there are 
fourteen fully qualified learners in the 
Dundee Telegraph Department with 
service extending to three years, and 
that under present conditions there is 
no prospect of appointment for a con- 
siderable period ; and whether, in view of 
the fact that these youths were attracted 
into the telegraph department by 
the prospect of permanent employment, 
he will state what steps he intends taking 
to provide appointments for learners who 
have proved themselves efficient. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) There are 
nine male and five female learners at 
Dundee, the greatest length of service i 
the case of the males being two years five 
months and in the case of the females 
two years nine months, and of these only 
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Questions. 


four males and three females are fully 
qualified. The position, therefore, is not 
so serious as represented by the hon. 
Member. I regret that owing to the 
dearth of vacancies it has not been 
possible as yet to provide appointments 
for these officers, but I have recently 
atranged for an advance in the pay of 
those having more than two years service, 
and the whole matter is still receiving 
careful attention. 


West Indian Mail Contract. 


Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, 
Abercromby): To ask the Postmaster- 
General if he will say at what date he 
received the tender from Messrs. Elder, 
Dempster for the West Indian mails; had 
the terms of the Royal Mail then been 
made public; and in asking the Royal 
Mail again to tender were they informed 
that another tender by Messrs. Elder and 
Co. was already in his hands, 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) A full 
statement of the course followed in this 
matter has been embodied in a despatch 
from the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies to the Governors of the colonies 
concerned, This despatch has been laid 
on the Table of the House, and will be in 
the hands of hon. Members very shortly, 
and will give the information wished for 
by the hon. Member in a fuller and more 
convenient form than can be done by 
Question and Answer. 


Appeal of Telegraphist Fox, of Portadown. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he will state 
the date upon which he received the 
appeal of a telegraphist, named Fox, at 
Portadown, against the infliction of a 
punishment, and the date upon which 
the officer was compelled to perform the 
punishment; and whether it is the rule 
in the Postal Department that an officer 
being punished for a breach of regulations, 
and appealing to the Postmaster-General 
for a reconsideration, should be compelled 
by the local officials to perform the punish- 
ment before the Postmaster-General’s 


lv BP decision is received. 


a 
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(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
appeal has not yet been submitted to me. 
I am informed that certain inquiries 
were necessary before the case could be 
presented to me in a complete form for 
mv decision. Mr. Fox performed two 
hours extra duty without pay, the punish- 
ment in question, on February 28th, the 
day on which he appealed. He raised no 
objection to the carrying out of the 
punishment before his appeal was con- 
sidered; and it is evident that if my 
decision should be in his favour the 
punishment can be cancelled by the 
deletion of the record and payment for 
the extra duty at overtime rate. 


Questions. 


Remuneration of Irish and Scotch Law 
Officers of the Crown. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury what 
payments were made in salaries and fees 
to the Irish and Scotch Law Officers during 
the financial year ending March 31st, 
1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The following were the salaries and fees 
paid for the year 1904-5 to the Scottish 
and Irish Law Officers :— 


Scotland. 





Solicitor-Genera 








Lord-Advocate. 
| £ = 
Salary .| 5,000 2,000 
Fees. None None 
Treland. 
Attorney-Genera.|Solicitor-General 
ff « & a ee 
Salary 5,000 0 0} 2,000 0 0 
lees 184 16 0} 869 8 O 
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Particulars of Fees of Law Officers of the 
Crown. 

Mx. WHITLEY: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury if he can 
specify the services for which the sums 
of £5,993 14s. 4d. and £3,748 17s. 3d 
were paid to Mr. Attorney-General and 
Mr. Solicitor-General respectively where 
the individual payments amounted to 
more than £100. 


(Answered by Mr, Viztor Cavendish.) 
The scale of the fees referred to is settled 
pursuant to the provisions of paragraph 
8 of Treasury Minute of July 5th, 1895 
(Parliamentary Paper, 42), ot 1895, Law 
Officers’ Salaries, etc.), which lays down 
that for contentious business the Law 
Officers shall receive fees according to 
the ordinary profess‘onal scales, but that 
in cases of exceptional importance or 
difficulty an neressed fee on the brief 
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may be allowed as the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer shall approve. During the 
year 1904-5 special sanction was obtained 
on four occasions for payments to a Law 
Officer, two of which were Foreign Office 
business, 








Remuneration of Law Officers of the 
Crown. 


| Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
| Molton): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he can state the amount paid 
in salaries to the Law Officers of the 
Crown for each financial vear since 1895, 
separating the silaries and fees of the 
Attorney-General and Solicitor-General 
respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
Amounts paid (1) to the Attorney- 
General, (2) to the Solicitor-General in 
| respect of salary and fees :— 

















1. 
| Salary Fees. Total. 
| £ £ £ 

1895-1893 - | 7,000 3,916 10,916 
1896-1897 -  - / 7,000 6,039 13,039 
1897-1898 - - - -  -| 7,000 7,563* 14,563 
ela -« =. « | 7,000 10,264* 17,264 
1899-1900 - - et “eg a 7,000 11,804* 18,804 
1900-1901 - = 7,000 rere 12,918 
1901-19022 -  - te -| 7,000 5,477 12,477 
yo02-1908 - - «+ - | 7,00) 4,816 11,816 
1903-19044 - . - - -| ~~ 7,000 12,9218 19,921 
wes - « ks “| 7,000 5,994|| 12,994 
* Including fees in the Venezuela Boundary Arbitration. 


+ Sir R. E. Webster (now Lord Alverstone). 
t Sir R. B. Finlay. 


§ Including fees in the Alaska Boundary Arbitration of £4,900 10s. 


Boundary Arbitration of £2,124. 
|| Including fees in the Venezuela Boundary 


“ard British Guiana 


Arbitration of £1,736 4s. 6d. and Brazil and 


British Guiana Boundary Arbitration of £714 12s. 
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2. 
Salary. Fees. | Total. 
| | 
| £ £ £ 
1895-1896 - - - - =| 6,000 691 6,691 
1896-1897 - - - 6,000 3,365 9,365 
were te 6,000 4,946* 10,946 
ee ee 6,000 5,844" | 11,844 
| | 
ygoo-1900 - Oe lel tl] 6,000 5,329 | 11,329 
| | 
a. 5 on agin ( 693t\] « 
1900-1901 | 6,000 | 2,648¢ | | 9,341 
GM) 3B ue te 6,000 4,355 | 10,355 
1902-1905 - - - . - | 6,000 3,701 9,701 
1903-1904 - 2 6,000 7,069§ | 13,069 
| 
6,000 3,749 9 749 





1904-1905 - - - = 2 





* Including fees in the Venezuela Boundary Arbitration. 


+ Sir R. B. Finlay. 
t Right Hon. Sir E. H. Carson. 


§ Including fees in the Alaska Boundary Arbitration of £2,633 3s. 6d. paid by the Canadian 


Government. 


Duties and Sittings of the Railway 
and Canal Commissioners. 


Mr. LAMBERT: To ask the Secretary 


tothe Treasury what are the adminis: | ; 


trative duties connected with the Rail- 
way and Canal Commission; and for 
how many days have the Commissioners 
sat for the discharge of those duties in 
each year from 1896 to 1904, inclusive. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The administrative duties referred to are 
all proceedings in connection with com- 
plaints and applications made to the 
Commissioners under the Railway and 
Canal Traffic Acts, 1854 to 1904, otherthan 
those which take place in open Court. 
The only time record kept is that of 
public sittings, as to which I have 
already furnished the hon. Member with 
inform ition. 


| 
| 
| 
| 





| Removal of Wreath from Statue of Earl 
of Beaconsfield. 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
esk the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, if he will explain why there was 
removed from the statue of the late Earl 


| of Beaconsfield on the anniversary of his 


death a shield composed of primroses 
and forget-me-nots bearing a quotation 
from one of his speeches. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) This 
was done because it was felt that refer- 
ences to current controversy were out of 
place in the decoration of monuments of 


departed statesmen. 


H.M.S. ‘‘Orion” at Malta. 
Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
it is intended to continue at Malta 
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H.M.S. “Orion,” at present employed as 
a Naval Reserve drill ship for Maltese 
seamen and stokers, or to supplant it 
with a vessel of more modern type. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) It is not 
in contemplation to make any alteration 
in connection with H.M.S. “ Orion” at 
Malta, or the service on which she is em- 
ployed. 


Motor Speed Limit in the Metropolitan 
Area. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department if he has 
made any application to the Local 
Government Board to limit the speed of 
motor-cars within the city and county 
of London; and, if not, in view of the 
racing that takes place, especially on 
Sunday, he will take the matter into 
consideration. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) No, Sir. I have no power to 
make an application under Section 9 of 
The Motor-Car Act, 1903, which is, I 
presume, the section the hon, Member 
has in mind. 
make such an application are the London 
County Council and the Corporation of 
the City of London. 


Damage to Roads, etc.. in London by 
Heavy Motor Traffic. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: To osk 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he is aware that, by the 
Order of the Local Government Board, 
motors weighing up to twelve tons are per- 
mitted to travel at the rate of twelve 
if he will make 


miles an hour; and 


inquiry as to the damage that such cars | 
inflict upon the streets, bridges, | 


will 
sewers, mains, and pipes of London. 


‘Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 
information before me shows that heavy 
motor-cars weighing up to twelve tons will 
have the axle weight of one axle in excess" 
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The proper authorities to— 


1116 


ofsix tons. Under the Order such cars are 
restricted to a maximum speed of eight 
miles an hour if fitted with pneumatic or 
soft or elastic tvres, and of five miles an 
hour if fitted with other kinds of 
I am not at present awa®le of any need 


Questions. 


tyres, 
lor making the inquiry suggested. 


Appointment of Samuel Bratton as Clerk 
to Kildare Petty Sessions—Production 
of Birth Certificate. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether Head 
Constable Samuel Bratton, lately 
appointed to the position of clerk to the 
petty sessions of Kildare, produced a 
certificate of birth on joining the Royal 
Trish Constabulary; and whether he will 
give the contents of the same, stating the 
place and date of birth. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) A 
certified extract from the parish register 
of Magheraculmoney, county Fermanagh, 
was produced, showing that Mr. Brattoa 
was born on July 12th, 1855. 


Report of Irish Estates Commissioners. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been directed to paragraphs IV., VI, 
and VIII. of the Report of the Estates 
Commissioners, in which they report the 
total failure of the Act to deal with con- 
gested estates, and the improvement of 
estates and untenanted land; and 
whether, in view of the promise made by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dover during the debate on the Act of 
1903, the Government will take immediate 
steps so to amend the Act as to make it 
possible for the Estates Commissioners to 
deal with the congested areas in Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) My 
attention has been called to the para- 
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from them. He does not specify the 


sub 


Con 








[16 


tht 
or 
an 
res, 


ed 


ork 
ion 


rd- 
ad 
ely 
the 


yal 
vill 
the 


ter 
gh, 


ton 


ask 
eu: 
ion 
VI, 
ites 
the 
on- 
t of 
and 
by 
for 
of 
late 
e it 
3 to 
nd, 


My 
wa- 
the 
Ws 
the 


1117 


Questions. 


promises to which he refers or indicate 
where they may be found. I find reported 
at pages 1578, 1579, of the Parliamentary 
Debates, Fourth Series, Vol. 124, the 
following remarks of my right hon. 





friend :—‘* When the State was conferiing 
fresh rights and creating credit facilities 
it meant to have a say in the conduct of 
a policy intended to level up the bad 
part of the country and to cure conges- 
tion. His opinion was that the policy 
would meet with success.” If these be 
the passages referred to they certainly do 
not support the construction placed upon 
them in the Question. 


Irish Education—Rule 127 (b). 

Mr. DILLON: To the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the date on 
which a copy of the new Rule 127 (b) 


ask 


was first submitted to the Commissioners 
at a meeting of the Board of National 
Education, the number of Commissioners 
present, the names of the Commissioners 
so present; the date, or dates, if any, on 
which the new Rule 127 (b) was submitied 
to the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion, or to a Committee of the Board, for 
the formal and detailed discussion of the 
tule, with all its serious consequences ; 
the number of Commissioners so present 
at these meetings of the Board or Com- 
mittees of the Board and their names; 
the date on which the new Rule 127 (b) 
was approved by the Board, the number 
of Commissioners present, the number 
who voted for the new rule, the names of 
the Commissioners so present and voting. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
principleinvolved in Rule 127 (b), viz., that 
junior boys should be educated by female 
teachers, had long been recognised and 
approved by the Commissioners, who 
were fortified in their judgment by a con- 
sensus of opinion on the part of managers, 
inspectors, and other educationists. The 





subject was carefully considered by the 
) Commissionrs at special meetings held on 


{8 May 1905} 


Questions. 1118 


March 30th, April 13th, and April 27th, 
1904, and as a result the formal regula: 
tion now embodied in the rule was framed. 
This regulation was first submitted to the 
Commissioners at a meeting of the Board 
held on October 25th, 1904, when it was 
adopted unanimously by the fourteen 
Commissioners present. The new Code, 
including Rule 127 (b), was unanimously 
approved by the thirteen Commissioners 
present at a meeting of the Board on 
December 20th, 1904. The rule was not 
discussed in detail after its adoption on 
25th October, for, in the circumstances 
mentioned, the necessity for such dis- 
cussion did not arise. The names of the 
Commissioners who were present at the 
meetings of October 25th and December 
20ch, 1904, are set forth in my reply 
to the Question of April 17thT last, put by 
the hon. Member for North Leitrim, 


Disposal of Site of Duke of York’s School 
at Chelsea. 


Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
any, and, if so, what, decision has been 
arrived at as to the disposal of the site of 
the Duke of York’s Military School at 
Chelsea. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) No decision has as yet been 
reached with regard to the disposal of the 
site of the Duke of York’s S«hool at 


Chelsea. 


Army Expenditure of Great Britaia, 
India, France, Germany, Russia, and 
Japan. 


Sim EDGAR VINCENT Exeter): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
can state the Army expenditure of this 
country and of India in the vears 1880, 
1890, 1901, 1902, 1903, 1904, and the 
Army expenditure of France, Germany, 
Russia, and Japan in the same years. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The required information is 
contained in the accompanying Return— 


t See page 28. 
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| ] 
France. | Germany. Russia. | Japan.| 
Year. Amount voted | Amount voted! Amount voted | = | Amount voted 
in Military | in Military in Military vous. | in Military 
Budget.** | Budget.** Budget. rere Budget. 
£ | £ £ _ a £ 
[8X0 - - 29 396,364 | 18,505,000 | 21,074,000 1882-3¢ | 858,811 
1890 - - 28,416,262 | 35,975,000 25,346,000 | 1890-1891! 1,271,316 
yO] - : 27,774,581 34,005,129 | 36,067,333 1901-2 4,955,635 
} 
1902 - - 28,664,000 | 32,686,340 | 35,848,726 1902-3 4,699,510 
| ~ 
1903 - - 27,593,478 | 31,880,455 56,647,089 1903-4 | 4,217,196 
| 
04 - - | 27,053,196 | 31,883,000  40,086,000¢F) 1904-5 | 4,151,539 FF 











The German Estimates make no provision for pensions (approximately £5,000,000 a year), 


which are included in a separate Budget. 
© The earliest figures available. 


The Japanese Estimates do not include pensions. 


** The figures for France and Germany are exclusive of sums voted for troops in the 


Colonies. These cannot be given. 


++ The extra expenditure for the Russo-Japinese War is not known. 


N.B.—It is impossible to give the act 
instances it has not been published. 


iuake provision for certain items, such as ¢ 


nature. 


Position of Military Accountants in the 
Army Pay Department. 

Carprain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
‘To ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he has considered the question 
of the stutus of officers holding His 
Majesty’s Commission who served in the 
late Army Pay Department, and are now 
requited to act under the orders of civi- 
lian accountants, many years their juniors 
in age and service; and whether he will 
consider the possibility of placing military 
accountants under the orders of senior | 
military accountants exclusively. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Itis a necessary consequence 
of the decentralisation of Army account- 
ing that the Pay Department and the 
Accounts Branches of the War Office 
siould be amalgamated into one Depart- 
ment, trained in the whole finance work 
of the Army, and available for service 
abroad as well as at home. Paymasters 

VOL. CXLYV. [Fourts Sertes.] 


_ guarded, 


ual expenditure in all cases, as in some 


Moreover, in some cases the Naval Budgets 


oast fortification, which are of a military 


under the new arrangement 
sometimes serve under civilians and 
civilians under paymasters. In this, as 
in all other services, rank cannot depend 
solely on age and length of service; there 
will be cases, therefore, in which the Pay 
Department officer or civilian official in 
charge is younger or has less service than 
those serving under him. The interests 
of the officers of the Pay Department have 
been fully considered and carefully safe- 
and upon the whole they 
distinctly benefit under the new arrange- 
ments. 


will, 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


—_——- 


Naval Assistance at Irish Evictions. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether, haying regard to 
the fact that the ‘giving of aid to Irish 


2Q 
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sheriffs in the event of evictions does 
not come within the sphere of the 
ordinary duty of the officers and men 
of the Royal Navy, due notice will be 
given to persons desirous of joining the 
Royal Navy of their liability to be 
ordered to assist Irish sheriffs and police 
in the forcible ejectments from their 
homes of mea, women, and children. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The duty of the officers and 
men of the Royal Navy to aid the sheriff 
in the execution of the King’s writ, when 
called upon by him so to do, is one which 
falls upon them in common with al] other 
citizens. Their service in the Navy does 
not impose that duty upon them, nor 
can it free them from it. The reply is 
therefore in the negative. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Will 
the hon. Gentleman take steps to ascer- 
tain the views of the Navy with regard 
to assisting at Irish evictions ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: No, Sir. 


Flogging ia the Navy. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
under what Estimate are the expenses 
included which are incurred in the 
manufacture of cats-o’-nine-tails, which 
are kept on every British warship as part 
of the necessary equipment, and of the 
spectally - prepared birches and canes 
formed alter patterns kept in the 
dockyards for that purpose, and used in 
the flogging of boys and youths in the 
Royal Navy who have enlisted as 
bluejackets or in the engineering depart- 
ment of that service. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Any such expenses 
are chargeable to Vote 8, Section 2. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Now that 
Lord Cawdor is inspecting the Fleet, will 
he look at the cats-o’-nine-talls and birches 
and canes? It will improve his mind. 


Cost of Rifle Sights. 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


War what is the cost of the sights to be 
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affixed to the new rifleand modified 
Enfield. 

Tue SECRETARY ov STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoup-Forstrer, Belfast, 


W.): The estimated cost of sights is 
as follows:—Backsight of the short 
rifle, whether on the new or convertcd 
arm, or fitted to the long rifle, 7s. 61d, 
each, Aperture sight 6d.; — dial 
sight 9}d.; adjustable barleycorn front- 
sight 44d. 


Army Finance—Payment of Troops in 
Ireland. 

Captain DONELAN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for North Wexford, | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether any fresh arrangements 
are in contemplation for the payment oi 
the troops in the various centres or 
depots throughout Ireland; and, if so, 
whether such changes will involve the 
withdrawal of the banking business 
connected with the payments in question 
from the various Irish banks which have 
hitherto transacted it and will 
centrate the whole of it in the hands of 
the Bank of Ireland alone; and, if so, 
whether, in view of the recently-adopted 
system of decentralisation, he will 
inquire into the matter, in view of the 
effect upon the banks of any arrange- 
ment of the character in question. 


cone 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Under the 
new system the Army Accounts for each 
Command will be kept at the Head- 
quarters of the Command, and the local 
officers will cease to hold cash. This 
necessarily involves changes in former 
banking arrangements. In accordance 
with the principle of decentralisation the 
choice of a bank or banks is left to the 
discretion of the local authorities. 


Judicial Appointments in the Colonies. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can state in how 
many instances since the Ist January, 
1902, appointments have been made to 
judicial and other legal offices in the 
West African and other Colonies and 
Protectorates under the charge of the 
Colonial Office; and in how many of 
those instances have the appointees been 
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members of the English, Scotch, and | Lord Curzon's Policy. 
Irish Bars respectively. | Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 


' the Secretary of State for India whether 
THe SECRETARY or STATE ror. he has received resolutions passed at 
rue COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, | public meetings in India, and, in parti- 
Warwick and Leamington): Since the ‘cular, resolutions passed at a massy meet- 
Ist January, 1992, twenty-four appoint- | ing in Madras on the 22nd March, con- 
ments to judicial and other legal offices | demning the policy and administration of 
in British Colonies and Protectorates | Lord Curzon, and urging his recall in the 
have been made by the Secretary of | interests of good government in India: 
State for the Colonies, of which twenty- and what reply, if any, has he given to 
three were gentlemen from the English the senders of these resolutions, 
ind one from the Irish Bar. | 
*Mr. BRODRICK: [have seen copies 
Powers of the Transvaal Legislative of some of the resolutions in question, 
ssembly. but they have not been formally sub- 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | mitted to me. I do not think it necessary 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of | to take any steps with regard to them. 
state for the Colonies whether the 
Legislative Assembly of the Transvaal f[pdian Plague—Cost, Etc.. of Scientific In- 
will have any power to amend or reject °_ vestigation. 
any amendments made by the Governor, Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
in any law, under Article X. of the! bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the 
proposed Constitution, or what course Secretary of State for India what is 
will be open to the Legislative Assembly, the estimated cost of the scientific in- 
in the event of their dissenting from | vestigation into plague in India, and 
such amendment of a law; and whether | what proportion of this expenditure will 
any rules or orders in this matter have he borne by the British Treasury: 
as yet been framed and will be laid | whether he will state what success has 
before Parliament. attended the work on Dr. Haffkine’s 
system; whether the scientific expedition 
Mr. LYTTELTON: The amendments | will have its headquarters at the Pasteur 
made by the Governor are merely for Institute at Kassauli; and whether the 
the consideration of the Legislature. present investigation will proceed on the 
{ similar provision exists in, e.g., the line of bacteriological research. 
Constitution Act of the Commonwealth | 
of Australia, Section 58. No rules or | 


| *Mr. BRODRICK: The expenditure is 
orders have been framed. | 


estimated at £5.000 for the current year. 
No portion will be borne by the British 
Lord Kitchener. Treasury. Inoculaton is a valuable 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask | preventive, but it is not popular, and its 
the Secretary of State for India whether | effects are not regarded as permanent. 
Lord Kitchener has tendered his resigna- | The question as to the headquarters of 
tion of the position of Commander-in- | the expedition will be settled locally be- 
Chief of the Army in India; and, if so, | tween the Government of India and the 
vill he say whether that resignation, if | head of the expedition, while the line of 
accepted, will take effect in July next: | investigation will be determined by the 
and what is the reason of the tender of | scientific societies controlling the work. 
his resignation of the Indian command by | | have no doubt that bacteriological re- 
Lord Kitchener. "| search will be largely resorted to. 


Indian Congested Districts and the 
Plague. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to 


*Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
lord): Lord Kitchener authorises me to | 


state that he has not tendered his resig- | ask the Secretary of State for India 
nation, and there is therefore no question | whether, in view of the congested con- 
of accepting or not accepting. | dition of the towns suffering from plague, 


2Q2- 
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he will invite the Government of India to | 
give out building sites In healthy localities 


on easier terms to the poorer classes, and 
reduce the fees on timber and other 
building materials. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: In Bombay and 
Calcutta, where the question of congestion 
is most serious, the Government is actively 
promoting the provision of additional 
building accommodation for the poorer 
classes. Elsewhere such overcrowding as 
exists is due to the habits and pre- 
dilections of the people rather than to the 
absence of building land or dearness of 
materials. In plague-smitten localities 
assistance to move is often offered to the 
inhabitants, but is not infrequently 
refused, 


Redemption of Annuities. 

Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
he will state whether he contemplates any 
action in respect of the redemption of the 
2} per cent. Annuities, 1905, created 
under the powers of the first Section of 
the National Debt (Conversion of Stock) 
Act of 1884, which, were to be redeemable 
after the 5th of January, 1905, 


i 
Tue CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusvEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.),: No, Sir. Ido not pro- 
pose to take any attion under the powers 
vested in me. 


General Medical Council. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): | 


On behalf of the hon. Member for Ross 
and Cromarty, I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board if he will 
take such steps as may be necessary to 
secure the representation of laymen on 
the General Medical Council. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkErs- 
Dovstas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): Per- 
haps I may be permitted to reply to 
this Question. Under the Medical Act, 
1886, Section 7, the General Council con- 
sists of members nominated by the Privy 


Council and by the Royal Colleges and a | 


number of other learned bodies, and 
of elected representatives of medical 
practitioners. There is nothing in the 
Act to prevent the nominating bodies 
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choosing laymen ; but I am informed that 
no representations have ever reached the 
Privy Council Office in favour of the 
course proposed in the Question. 


Aliens Bill—Cost of Administration. 

Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
I beg to askithe Secretary of State for 
the Home Departmeat whether he cin 
now state what is likely to be the annval 
cost of administering the Aliens Bill. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : Itis obvious 
that any estimate that can be framed at 
the present time must be to a great extent 
conjectural. I have, however, prepared 
an estimate of the probable cost of 
administration, confining it to the pro- 
visions for preventing the immigration of 
undesirables, since it is impossible to fore- 
cast the expenses of expelling a‘ien 
criminals, etc. This shows an annual 
expenditure of £24,000, 


=] 
= 
na 


. LOUGH (Islington, W.): A year. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Yes. 


Vagrancy Convictions. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his at- 
tention has been drawn to the case of 
Alfred Carr, a painter out of work, with 
no previous convictions against him, 
who was tried before the magistrate at 
Marylebone, on April 20th, and sentenced 
to fourteen days imprisonment with hard 
labour for begging on the streets; and 
whether, in view of this sentence, and of 
the man’s previous character, he proposes 
taking any action in the matter and to 
prevent its repetition. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have 
already made inquiries into this case. 
It appears to have been one of the 
numerous instances of following and 
pestering foot passengers--a practice 
which has latterly been much on the 
increase in the distiict. There were 
thirteen such charges on the day in 
question, out of a list of forty prisoners. 
A fine in such cases is of course inapplic- 
able, and the only punishment that can be 
given is imprisonment. I do not propose 
to take any action in the matter, as I 
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have no reason to believe that the London 
magistrates exercise harshly the discre- 
tion which the law entrusts to them in 
these cases. 


Identification of Motor-Cars at Night. 

Mr. CALDWELL: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty, I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if he will call for re- 
ports from the Metropolitan Police, with a 
view to ascertain to what extent diffi- 
culty is experienced in identifying motor- 
cars at night through the numbers being 
imperfectly lighted, or wholly or partly 
obscured. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Yes, Siz, I 


have done so. 


The Markyate Motor-Car Accident. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether the Execu- 
tive will be able to take any measures 
to secure the attendance at the Hert- 
ford Assizes of the chauffeur who on 
Saturday last was committed for trial on 
« charge of having killed a child, and for 
whom absolutely insufficient bail has been 
accepted. Will steps be taken to secure 
that the man shall not abscond from the 
country 2 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The magis- 
trates in thelr discretion have accepted 
bail. I have no power to interfere. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Of course 
le has not. [Cries of ‘“Order.”] Do 
you wish children to be murdered? Has 
not the right hon. Gentleman power to 
exercise surveillance, by way of the 
police or otherwise, to prevent his escape 
from justice ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have no 
further power; if I have I will exercise 
at. 


Inspection of Laundries. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to a report made by the 
Chief Inspector of Factories and Work- 
shops, in which he states that 144,038 
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women and girls are working in laundries 
that are not regulated by the Factory 
Acts; and whether he proposes to take 
any action in the matter. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have had 
before me the report to which the hon. 
Member refers. I may perhaps explain 
that the Factory and Workshop Act only 


'appli-s to laundries carried on by way of 


trade and for purposes of gain, and 
further, domestic laundries and laundries 
attached to religious and charitable 
institutions are expressly excluded from 
the operation of the Act. To extend the 


Act to such laundries would need 
legislation. Such legislation is, I think, 


desirable, but I fear I cannot undertake 
to introduce it at present. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): Has the 
right hon. Gentleman fully satisfied him- 
self that these women and girls are not 
working in these institutions for the 


| purpose of gain / 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: T have not 
made definite inquiries, but, as I have said, 
the Act only applies to public laundries 
conducted for the purpose of gain and 
fresh legislation would therefore be 
required to deal with these houses. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman inquire how many of 
these women and girls are engaged in 
institutions carried on for the purpose of 
gain / This is a very important matter, 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I will get 
the inspector to look into the report. 


Mx. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) : 
Did not the right hon Gentleman’s prede- 
cessor give a pledge some years ago to 
introduce legislation on this matter ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I 


aware of it. 


am not 


West Indian Mail Service. 

MASTER or ELIBANK (Edinburgh, 
Midlothian): I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General if he will state whether 
it is the intention of the Government to 
finally ratify the proposed contract with 
the Elder, Dempster Line to carry His 
Majesty’s mails between this country and 
the West Indies and British Guiana. 
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Ture POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SraNLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
A full statement of the course followed in 
this matter has been embodied in a 
despatch from the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies to the Governors of the 
colonies concerned. This despatch has 
been lnxid on the Table of the House, and 
will be in the hands of hon. Members 
very shortly, and will give the informa- 
tion wished for by the hon. Member in a 
fuller and more convenient form than can 
be done by Question and Answer. 


Questions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): Will the noble Lord say what 
provision has been made for the carrying 
of the mails in the interval ? 


Lorp STANLEY : No new contract 
has been made. The mails will be sent 
by any steamer that may be available. 


Mr. BRIGHT: Will the noble Lord 
publish the Reports received from the 
different colonies on this subject ? 


Lorp STANLEY: That does not come 
under my Department. If the hon. 
Member will wait for the statement I 
have promised he will see the main one 
is dealt with if not all of them. 


Split Duties in the Post Office. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that in a number of smaller pro- 
vincial head post offices duties exist that 
require telegraphists to make three separ- 
ate attendances spread over fourteen or 
fifteen hours before completing their 
ordinary eight hours work per day; and 
whether he will state what steps are 
being taken to reduce these divided 
attendances in accordance with the 
assurance given by the Department 
before the Bradford Committee. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am aware that 
such is the case, and I can only repeat 
the statement made by the official witness 
before the Bradford Committee, that 
“every effort is made to arrange the 
hours of duty as conveniently as possible, 
but they must necessarily be adapted to 
the requirements of the work and broken 
and irregular hours are often unavoid- 
able.” It is, however, the rule that the 
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duties should be arranged to admit of 
nine clear hours off duty. 


Passenger Traffic between Harwich and 
the Hook of Holland. 


Stk ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade whether he will state the number 
of passengers between Harwich and the 
Hook of Holland, and to and from those 
ports during each of the last five vears. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY vo tHE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): I 
regret that I am not in a position to give: 
the desired information. 


Sir ERNEST FLOWER: It it the 
fact that this information is obtainable 
at every other port ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: We have abso- 
lutely no power to obtain the evidence. 
If they do not wish to give it they will 
not do so, and if they do not object thew 
will give it to my hon, friend, 


Sir. ERNEST FLOWER: 


hon. Gentleman ask for it ? 


Will the 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I have no objec- 


tion. 


Str ERNEST FLOWER: Do the 
Great Eastern alone of all companies 
refuse the information ? 


Mr. BONAR LAW: We get a good 
deal of information from them. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton): These figures appear in the Consu- 
lar Report for every port except this one. 
Will the hon. Gentlemen represent to 
this company that thev are the only 
company which withholds the informa- 
tion ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Taff Vale Railway Accident. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade if his 
attention has been called to an accident 
which occurred to Thomas Jones, pilot 
guard, in the employ of the Taff Vale 
Railway Company, by falling off a truck 
of coal, upon which he was compelled te 











dee) ee a ey ee 





nd 


rd 
er 
he 
se 


Is, 


ry Oo 


yy’ 











1133 


Questions. 


ride whilst working his train over the 
Roath Branch on April 27th; and if he 
will cause an early inquiry to be held 
with a view to prevent further similar 
accidents, 


Mr. BONAR LAW: Yes, Sir. An 
inquiry will be held into the cireum- 
stances attending this accident. 


Burnley Bank Top Accident. 

Mr. BELL I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade whether he 
is aware of an accident which occurred 
at Burnley Bark Top, Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway, on April 19th 
last, to the 12.50 a.m. goods train, 
Colne to Phi lips Park, and that the train 
on arrival at Burnley consisted of seventy- 
two loaded trucks, again attached thirty- 
nine loaded and two empty wagons more, 
making a total of 111 loaded and two 
empty waggons, and a tonnage of 990 
tons, requiring two additional engines to 
assist at the rear of the train, which 
caused the 80th to the 85th wagons 
inclusive to be derailed and blocking the 
lines for several hours; and whether he 
will cause an inquiry to be made respect- 
ing the working of such long trains, and 
the relative effect upon the safety to the 
men emploved and the travelling public, 
and report thereon, 


Mr. BONAR LAW: An accident of 
this character has been reported by the 
railway company as having occurred 
on the morning of April 20th, and an 
inquiry into the circumstances will be 
held by one of the Inspecting Officers of 
Railways. When the officer’s report 
has been received, the Board of Trade 
will consider whether there are grounds 
for any further inquiry of the nature 
indicated in the concluding part of the 
hon. Member’s Question. 


Joint Stock Companies and the West 
Australian Gold-Mining Industry. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade if he 
will invite the attention of the Committee 
on Joint Stock Companies, now sitting at 
the Board of Trade, to a speech recently 
made to the shareholders of the Golden 
Horse Shoe Estates Company by Sir 
John Purcell, a former Registrar of Joint 
Stock Companies, denouncing certain 
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practices which have been, and are still 
being, carried on in the City of London 
to the detriment of the gold-mining 
industry of Westera Australia; and 
whether His Majesty’s Government have 
received any communication from the 
Agent-General for Western Australia sug- 
gesting that some joint action might be 
expediently taken for the purpose of pre- 
venting future gold-mining scandals. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The attention of 
the Committee which is now sitting 
shall be directed to Sir John Purcell’s 
speech, though it is very doubtful whether 
the evils of which he speaks can be cured 
by any legislation in this country. No 
communication has been received by 
the Board of Trade from the Agent- 
General for Western Australia. 


Illegal Trawling off the Sutherland Coast. 
Mr. LEVESON - GOWER (Suther- 
land): I beg to ask the Lord-Advyocate 
whether he is aware that Peter Thueson, 
of Grimsby, was cited to appear for trial 
at Dornoch Sheriff Court on Tuesday, 
2nd inst., for trawling within the three 
mile limit off Loth, on the east coast of 
Sutherland on April 12th, and that, on 
accused appearing for trial, the sheriff, in 
respect that no evidence was produced 
in support of the complaint, dismissed 
the accused; and if he will explain the 
reason why the evidence for the prosecu- 
tion was not forthcoming at the trial. 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) The 
Answer to the first part of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s Question is in the affirmative. Iam 
informed that, according to usual prac- 
tice, the Procurator Fiscal arranged for the 
attendance of the Crown witnesses at 
the hour fixed for the trial. These wit- 
nesses, who were coming from Cromarty, 
were advised that they would reach 
Dornoch earlier if they travelled by the 
Meikle Ferry instead of going round by 
the railway. Unfortunately they were 
detained at the ferry, with the result 
that they did not arrive in Court until 


| after the Sheriff Substitute had dismissed 


the complaint. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland) : Cannot the right hon. Gentle- 
man make a more liberal allowance for 
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these fishermen than in ordinary cases, 
seeing that they can only give evidence at 
great cost ? 


Questions, 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : I am afraid I 
cannot make any exception. 


Antrim Crown Solicitor and Sessional 
Crown Solicitor of Belfast. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General 
for Ireland whether he will state the 
reasons for the amalgamation of the 
positions of Crown Solicitor of county 
Antrim and Sessional Crown Solicitor of 
Belfast; and what economies will be 
effected by the new a1rangement. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxrxson, London- 


derry, N.): The Irish Government many 
years back came to the conclusion that 
it was most desirable, having regard to 
the efficiency of the public service as well 
as to considerations of economy, to unite 
where possible the offices of Crown 
Solicitor and Ses-ional Crown Solicitor, 
Mr. Bates was originally appointed to 
the office of Crown Solicitor on the terms 
that he should accept the minor office if 
required. In pursuance of that arrange- 
ment the offices have now been united. 
The salary of the combined office has 
not yet been fixed, and I cannot there- 
fore state the precise amount of the 
saving, 


*Mr. SLOAN: Is it not the fact that 
although the arrangement was in force 
during the tenure of office of the last 
Sessional Crown Solicitor it was not 
carried out ? 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Was not the 
arrangement made by a former Govern- 
ment inthe interests of economy ¢ What 
Government was it ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: Iam not aware by 
what Government the Minute was issued 
originally, but it has been in existence 
several years. 


Charges against Sergeant-Major Murphy, 
onnaught Rangers, 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I 

beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 

Ireland whether he is aware that, in the 
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course of a magisterial investigation in 
Mullingar into certain charges against 
Sergeant-Major Murphy, of the Con- 
naught Rangers, it was stated by the 
Crown Solicitor that he had instruction: 
from the Attorney-General to object t» 
the jurisdiction of the magistrates in 
regard to a charge of a serious character 
alleged to have occurred outside West- 
meath; and whether, if there be no 
jurisdiction in the Westmeath magis- 
trates, who have returned this man for 
trial in Westmeath, to enter into the 
other charge, it is the intention of the 
authorities to proceed against him in the 
county where the other and graver 
offence is alleged to have been com- 
mitted, 


Mr. ATKINSON: One offence was 
alleged to have been committed in 
county Westmeath, and another of a 
similar character at Finner Camp, 
county Donegal. The Westmeath Jus- 
tices had no power to deal with the 
latter case, and the Crown Solicitor, by 
my directions, so informed them. Both 
cases depend substantially on the 
testimony of the same witness. I decline 
to announce the intended action of the 
Crown pending the result of the first 
trial. 


Mr. HAYDEN: Am I to imply that 
the action of the Government will 
depend on the result of the case now 
before the Court ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, but until the 
result is known I must decline to state 
the intentions of the Government. 


The Dursey Island Eviction. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether H.MLS. “Stormcock ” con- 
veyed the avents of the Bantry Estate to 
Dursey Island on the occasion of the 
recent eviction. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Water Lona, Bristol, 8.): 
Perhaps I may be permitted to reply to 
this Question. The Answer is in the 
affirmative. It was neces:arv that the 
landlord’s Tepresentatives should be 
present in order both to point out to the 
sheriff the holding fro. which the 
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eviction was to be effected, and also to 
receive possession of the premises after 
rhe eviction. The island is inaccessible 
from the mainland except in very calm 
weather, and no boa could be obtained 
locally by the landlord’s agents. In 
these circumstances, and in accordance 
with precedent, it was considered neces- 
-ary and proper to afford a passage to 
the agents. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: But on various 
other occasions when he has visited the 
island, has the agent found any difficulty 
in getting a boat? Is it the intention of 
tie Government in future to place His 
Majesty’s ships at the call of the agents / 

Mr. WALTER LONG: No. 

Captain DONELAN: Are the naval 
operations at Dursey Island responsible 
for the postponement of the naval 
manceuvres ? 


No Answer was returned. ] 


Irish Drainage Authorities. 

Vir. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.): 
i beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that in many districts in Ireland 
in which drainage works are urgently 
required no drainage boards exist; and, 
if so, whether the Government would 
consider it advisable to introduce a Bill 
coustituting the county councils respec- 
tively the drainage authorities for such 
districts in order that the authorities so 
constituted might exercise the powers 
couferred upon drainage boards by 26 
and 27 Vie., c. 88, and the several Acts 
amending the same or incorporated there- 
with, with suitable provisions for the 
creation of joint drainage districts em- 
bracing two or more counties. 


Me. WALTER LONG: The question 
of amending the law on this subject is 
one which requires, and will receive, 
careful consideration. The Government 
are not at present prepared to introduce 
such legislation. 

Irish Department of Agriculture—Staff 

Grievances. 

Mr. O’KELLY (Mayo, N.): I beg 
ty» ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of treland if he will state 
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the names of the local public bodies who 
have made representations to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture in connection with 
the alleged inequality in the treatment 
of its staff; and what steps, if any, the 
Department proposes to take to satisfy 
these bodies of the justice or otherwise of 
their complaints. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It will be 
more convenient to furnish with the Votes 
an Answer to this Question, and, with the 
hon. Member’s permission, I wi!l adopt 
that course. 


Smallpox at Mullingar and Athlone. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that smallpox 
was recently introduced into Mullingar 
and Athlone through two men who had 
been landed at Southampton from the 
steamship ‘‘ Nile” ; whether he can state 
the steps taken by the local authorities 
to prevent the spread of the disease, and 
to what extent these steps were depend- 
ent on the consent of the persons who 
had come in contact with those affected ; 
and what was tie cost of the precautions 
taken, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir. The 
steps taken in the matter were: the iso- 
lation of patients, and also of ‘‘contacts”’ 
as far as possible; the disinfection of pre- 
mises; the disinfection or destruction of 
infected clothes, ete. ; and the vaccination 
or Te-vaccination of contacts. The latter 
cannot be isolated except with their own 
consent. The cost at Mullingar was 
£52 16s. The cost at Athlone has not 
yet been ascertained. 


Mr HAYDEN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consider the advisability of 
introducing legislation on this subject in 
view of the danger # 


Mer. WALTER LONG: This is a ques- 
tion which affects the whole kingdom. 
It is one of an extremely difficult and 
content.ous character, but it is of the 
utmost importance and I will consider it. 


Smallpox and Isolation. 
Mr. HAYDEN: I beg toask tho Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that the Local 
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Government Board for Ireland recently 
wrote to the Athlone Koard of Guardians 
that they had no power to detain two 
persons who had come in contact with 
persons just arrived in Mullingar from 
Southampton and who were suffering from 
smallpox, and that these men voluntarily 
submitted to isolation in the Union 
Hospital and there developed the disease ; 
and, if so, in view of the consequences 
which might be involved to the whole 
community had these men continued 
their avocations, he will introduce a Bill 
to confer the power to isolate such ‘* con- 
tacts”? upon the proper authorities in 
Treland. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The facts are 
as stated in the first part of the Question. 
As already pointed out, the isolation of 
smallpox ‘contacts’ cannot be effected 
except with the consent of such persons, 
In ordinary circumstances, it is held to 
be unnecessary to isolate the inmates of 
dwellings invaded by smallpox in dis- 
tricts in which the sanitary laws are 
properly administered and vaccination is 
efficiently carried out. I see no reason, 
therefore, for legislation on the subject. 


Irish Land Purchase Agreements. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland if his attention has been 
called to cases in which landlords about 
to sell their estates have compelled 
non-judicial tenants to sign agreements 
ior judicial rents with the object of 
bringing them within the zones and 
evading inspection for value, and also 
provisional agreements for purchase, and 
that pressure for arrears of rent has been 
applied for this purpose; and, if so, have 
the Commissioners been instructed to get 
holdings to which such agreements relate 
inspected for value and the price fixed 
without regard to any agreements which 
the tenants may have signed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No ease has 
been brought under the notice of the 
Estates Commissioners in which a pur- 
chaser has alleged that he has been 
compelled to sign a judicial agreement 
under pressure for arrears of rent. The 
10th Section of the Act of 1885 provides 
a remedy in any such case. That section 
gives the Land Commission equitable 
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powers, on the principles acted upon by 
the Court of Chancery, to vary or rescind 
any agreement which may have been 
obtained by duress. 


Greencastle Ratepayers and the Belfast 
Corporation. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to a meeting ot 
the ratepayers of Greencastle, held on 
Monday, May Ist, 1905, to protest against 
the manner in which the residents in 
that district had been treated by the 
Belfast Corporation in regard to the 
questions of sewerage and tramway 
extension; whether he is aware that the 
sanitary condition of the district, owing 
to imperfect drainage, constituted a 
constant danger to the public health; 
that a drainage scheme had been sub- 
mitted to the Local Government Board, 
which had refused to grant borrowing 
powers until Jand for a pumping station 
had been acquired, and which also 
alleged that the proper formalities fora 
loan had not been complied with; 
whether any attempt had been made 
recently by the Belfast Corporation to 
comply with the requirements of the 
Local Government Board; and, if not, 
whether he will take steps to compel the 
corporation to have the matter dealt with 
without further delay. 


Mere. WALTER LONt:i: The Board 
have already held an inquiry into an 
application for a loan for drainage works 
in this district, and are prepared to 
sanction the loan when a site has been 
acquired and their requirements as to 
plans have been complied with. The 
corporation are negotiating for the 
purchase of a site, and the Board are in 
correspondence with them on the subject. 
The Board have no functions as regards 
tramway extension. 


Orange Band at Portadown—Visit to the 
atholic Quarter. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ltreland whether he is aware 
that, on Easter Monday last, an Orange 
band from Coalisland attempted to go 
through the Catholic quarter of Porta- 
down ; that the police available at the 
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time would have been helpless in the 
event of a riot; and that, at the time 
the Orangemen were endeavouring to 
enter the Catholic quarter, the district 
inspector was absent, and there was no 
one in charge of the police ; and whether, 
seeing that year after year crowds of 
Orangemen assemble in Portadown for 
the purpose of attacking the Catholics 
there, and that there are but two 
alternative routes, viz., by Montague 
Street and Charles Street, or the walk 
by which Orange processions and bands 
could proceed through Portadown with- 
out entering the Catholic quarter, and 
in view of the conduct of these mobs and 
the rioting to which they almost 
invariably lead, he will issue an order 
prohibiting such assemblies from 
marching through the Catholic quarter of 
the town; and whether, in view of the 
fact that a Catholic named Faloon was 
shot deadin Portadownon Easter Monday, 
he will issue special instructions with 
regard to the possession of firearms in 
the district. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.): 
Before the right hon. Gentleman answers 
this Question I should like to draw 
attention to a sentence in it declaring 
that vear by year Orangemen assemble 
in Portadown for the purpose of attack- 
ing the Catholics there. Isubmit that the 
conclusion of that sentence is an abuse 
of the rules of the House. In the first 
place it is quite untrue. 


*Mr. DEPUTY - SPEAKER: 
Question had better be answered. 


The 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG: I submit it 
is an infraction of the rules of the House 
to make an assertion of that kind, and I 
ask for your ruling. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: My atten- 
tion has only recently been drawn to the 
sentence and I certainly think it is 
unfortunate that it appears in the Ques- 
tion, 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: It 
principal point of my Question. 


is the 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T can only 
answer as to the facts. It is obvious 
that the assertion referred to is based on 
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pure matters of opinion, as to which 
I can have no information. The Coal- 
island band marched into Portadown by 
the direct and customary route, which 
happens to pass through a Catholic 
locality. A force of thirty police under 
a head constable was present for the 
preservation of the peace, but I am glad 
to say that no disturbance arose. The 
district inspector was present in the town, 
in general charge of the police arrange- 
ments. The practice of these processions 
in marching by the route in question is 
one of long standing, and no change in 
the practice appears to be necessary. 
The unfortunate murder of the man 
Faloon was in no way connected with 
any sectarian disturbance. The man 
charged with the murder is believed to 
be insane. The incident does not afford 
sufficient grounds for prohibiting the 
possession of firearms in the district. 


Questions. 


Mere. JOSEPH DEVLIN: On what 
evidence does the right hon. Gentleman 
say that the man who committed this 
base assassination, which I claim was 
political, was not sane ? 

Mr. WALTER LONG: I said the 
man was believed to be insane. 


Mr. DILLON (Mavo, E.): 


By whom ? 
Mr. WALTER LONG: That is the 


information I have received, 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Is it in order 


to discuss a case which is sub judice ? 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: And is it 
in order for the Chief Secretary to state 
that a man now awaiting his trial is in- 


sane ¢ 


*VIr. DEPUTY - SPEAKER: If a 
case 1s sub judice it is not in order to 
discuss it. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Then it 
ought not to have appeared in the Ques- 
tion at all. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that when this 
murderer was driven through the streets 
of Portadown he was cheered by the 
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mob? How can the right hon. Gentle- 
man say it was not a sectarian murder ? 


Questions. 


*Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): Is 
the right hon, Gentleman aware that the 
accused man is not a member of the 
Orange order ? 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: On what 
does the right hon, Gentleman base his 
statement that the man is insane ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 


he was believed to be insane. 


I only said 


Mr. DILLON: By whom ? 


*Mr. DEPUTY -SPEAKER ruled 
that notice should be given of the 
Question. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR: Why do the 
Orangemen go into this district if not for 
the purpose of attacking the Catholics ? 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER | stopped 
further Questions by calling on the next 
one on the Paper. 


Sir Antony MacDonnell. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the recent 
interview at Athenry between the 


(nder - Secretary and Mr. Thomas 
Higgins, the chairman of the execu- 


tive of the North Galway branch of 
the United Inish League, was arranged 
by the Under-Secretary; if this was done 
with the previous knowledge or sanction 
of the Chief Secretary; if their conversa- 
tion related to the peace of the district ; 
if any minute or report of this meeting 
has been furnished by the Under-Secre- 
tary; and, if so, does it appear why such 
an interview was necessary; and, if the 
Under-Secretary, in fact, acted beyond his 
authority in this matter, what steps will 
be taken by the Government. 42. 

Mr. WALTER LONG: The Under- 
Secretary had arranged, at the request of 
the Congested Districts Board, to visit 
Galway on the business of the Board be- 
fore I entered office, and had also agreed 
with the ‘agent of the Maxwell Estate 
to endeavour to effect an agreement in 


regard to the dispute existing there be- | 
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tween the landlord and tenants. I ex- 
pressed my approval of the intended 
visit, but indicated ceTtain limitations in 
the Under-Secretary’s inquiries which Sir 
Antony MacDonnell informs me he 
strictly observed. The Under-Secretary 
met men of various classes, and on all 
suitable occasions made it clear that the 
commission of outrage or acts of intimi- 
dation and boycotting would seriously 
retard the success of the Land Purchase 
Act, and could not possibly be tolerated 
by the Executive Government. The 
Under-Secretary had an interview with 
Mr. Higgins, who was reported to him 
from different sources aS possessing 
much influence with the people. He 
was told that he was Chairman of the 
District Board, but was not informed 
that Mr. Higgins was also officially 
connected with the United Irish League. 
This fact came to the Under-Seeretary’s 
knowledge subsequently from the news- 
papers, 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Then does 
the right hon. Gentleman approve the 
interview ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have said 


it was undertaken with my ful! know- 
ledge and approval. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: [I under- 
stand from the Answer that the Chief 


Secretary did not know that Mr. Higgins 
was to be interviewed. I ask him, if 
he had known, would he have approved 
of it ? 


Mx. WALTER LONG: 
not know was that Mr. Higgins was a 
prominent official of the United Irish 
League; and that was not known by the 
Under-Secretary. 


What I did 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER: Is it 
a crime 2 


The Chief Secretary and the Belfast 

rangemen. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary tothe Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, during his recent visit 
to Belfast, he had an interview with the 
leaders of the Orange Association; 
whether this interview took place with 
the sanction of the Cabinet ; if this con- 
versation related to the peace of Belfast, 
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Portadown, and Lisburn; if any minute 
or report of this meeting has been 
furnished by the Chief Secretary to the 
Prime Minister ; if so, does it appear why 
such an interview was necessary ; whether 
the interview was authorised; and what 
steps the Government propose to take in 
the matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This Question 
does not appear to me to be seriously 
meant, and is undeserving, therefore, of 
areply. If it be serious, it has no foun- 
dation in fact. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I can assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that all my 
(Juestions are perfectly serious. 


Congested Districts (Scotland) Bill. 
Mr. CALDWELL : On behalf of the 


hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty, I beg 
»ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he will state when he proposes to proceed 
with the Congested Districts (Scotland) 
Bill. v4 

Tak PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
3ALFOUR, Manchester, E.): I am afraid 
I cannot fix a date at present. 


Punishment for Reckless Motor-Car 
Driving. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether his attention has been directed to 
the number of accidents, the result of the 
reckless driving of motor-cars, and to the 
punishment, usually by way of fine, in- 
Hieted on the delinquents: and whether, 
having regard to the danger of motor- 
car driving to the public, the Govern- 


ment will institute an inquiry into the, 


working of the Motor Act with a view to 
the reconsideration of the system under 
which these carriages are used and for the 
framing of fresh regulations in reference 
to their use, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that the erime of reckless driving is 
one which is distinctly recognised by 
that Act, and that very substantial 
penalties may be enforced against it. 
(hese penalties will no doubt be and 
ought certainly to be enforced. 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Is the right 


hon. Gentleman not aware that many 
offenders are let off with a caution? [ 
think that the right hon. Gentleman him- 
self has been an offender. 


Capratn DONELAN: Does the right 
hon, Gentleman know that another child 
was killed by a motor-car on Saturday ! 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Ministers and Directorships. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
members of the present Administration 
hold amongst them upwards of seventy 
directorships of public companies, he 
will insist on resignation by the gentle- 
man whom he may appoint to the vacant 
Junior Lordship of the Treasury, if he 
be a public company director, of his 
public company directorships. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member knows my views on this subject, 
and I do not accept his facts. But the 
general opinions which I hold on the 
question of holding office under the 
Government and directorships have often 
been stated to the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: May I ask 
whether the right hon. Gentleman in 
making these appointments will bear in 
mind that the present Gentlemen con- 
nected with the Treasury hold no fewer 
than ten directorships among them. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: No Sir, I do 
not think that that affects the question. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) asked what business 
would be taken on Wednesday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I propose to 


‘take the Committee stage of the Agri- 


cultural Rating Bill, and I hope to take 
the Budget on Monday. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): When 
will the Second Reading of the Unem- 
ployed Bill be taken? We are anxiously 


| waiting for it. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am anxious 
to proceed with it, but the hon. Member 
will understand that there are other 
measures which must be taken this week 
and next week. 


Mr. BELL: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the Trades Disputes 
Bill passed through Committee to-day ? 
Will he give facilities to pass it through 
the House 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman intend to proceed 
with the Motion which stands in his name 
dealing with adjournments at Easter or 
Whitsuntide, aid when does he propose 
to take the debate ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is a Motion 
which in the present condition of public 
business I see no opportunity of dealing 
with, except it is passed as an uncon- 
tentious proposal after 12 o’clock. It 
will not be proceeded with to-day. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman accept my Amend- 
ment as being uncontentious ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will consider 
that. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What Supply will be taken on Thursday ? 
IT am aware that the Treasury Vote deal- 
ing with the Committee of Defence is the 
first order, but supposing this does not 
occupy the whole night, what will follow ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend (Sir A. Acland-Hood) will en- 
deavour to make arrangements with the 
right hon. Gentleman and his friends as 
to what is most convenient to put down 
as the second subject on Thursday. 


Mr. LOUGH: What will be the 


second order on Wednesday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : If the Govern- 
ment are fortunate enough to get the 
Committee stage of the Agricultural 
Rating Bill on Wednesday in reasonable 
time, there are one or tWo Admiralty 
Bills which the Department is anxious to 
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see passed on general grounds. I think 


that these Bills will be second. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Not the 
Naval Prize Bill, I hope. I have an 
Amendment to that. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES), 
Mr. Hatsry reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection: That they had 
discharged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure: Mr. 
Morrison ; and had appointed in substitu- 
tion: Sir James Heath. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


TRADES UNIONS AND TRADE DISPUTES 
BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, etc. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 154.] 


Proceedings of the 
printed. 


Minutes of the 
Standing Committee to be 
[No. 154.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion to-morrow, and to be printed. 


[Bill 205.] 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[SEcoND READING.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


: ’ 
time.” 


*Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle) rose to move as an 
instruction, “That this House is of 
opinion that the provision of food for 
destitute and underted children is essen- 
tial to the effective administration of the 
education system, and desires to assure it- 
self before assentingtothe Bill that clauses 
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will be inserted whereby the education | 


authority shall ensure that every child 
under compulsory attendance at its 
schools shall receive proper nourishment 
before being subjected to mental or physi- 
eal instruction.” 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The Motion 
of the hon. Member is out of order, 
for the reason that it anticipates Amend- 


ments embodying the same principle | 
which may be submitted in Committee | 


on the Bill. 


*Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON: Can | 


we have a guarantee that the Amend- 
ments proposed will be accepted in Com- 
mittee or that they will be in order ? 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER : Icannot | 


say that. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tvdvil): But does that ruling mean 


that they will be in order on the Com- 
mittee stage ? 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I have so 
far only ruled that the Motion is not in 
order now. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Perhaps 
it would be best to discuss the general 
principle on the debate on the Second 
Reading. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: That can 


be done on the Motion which 
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I have | 


put that the Bill be now read a second | 


time. 


*Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON 


he desired to point out what he con- 


sidered to be an important defect in | 


the measure now before the House. 
Before doing so he would like to offer 
his congratulations to the Government 
on the immense step forward which they 
had taken so far as this particular ques- 
tion of the feeding of children was con- 
cerned. The evidence of this forward 
move on the part of the Government was 
to be found in the Orders which were 
issued two or three days ago by the 
Local Government Board and by the 
3oard of Education, But while he 


offered the Government his congratu- | 


lations for having taken a step forward, 
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it must not be assumed that he personallv 
and those who were acting with him in 
this matter were in full approval of the 
policy outlined in those Orders. They 
did agree, however, that it was a matter 
for great satisfaction that the Govern- 
| ment had at last admitted that so far as 
the underfeeding of children was con- 
cerned there was an existent serious evil, 
| and that, in the second place. there was 
a public obligation to find a remedy for 
that serious defect in our national and 
social life. He welcomed that change of 
attitude on the part of the Government, 
and he would be glad if, in discussing 
that Bill, they could receive assurances 
from the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man who had charge of it that when 
the Committee stage was reached the 
Government would be prepared to show 
their consistency by giving encourage- 
ment to those who were anxious to amend 
the Bill in the direction of making pro- 
vision for underfed children. 

The question arose as to whether they 
| who were introducing this important ques 
tion, were justified in asking the Govern- 
ment to provide a remedy in that Bill, and 
to give facilities for dealing with that most 
important question. He thought they 
| were justified, and that the need for 
immediate action had been clearly and 
definitely demonstrated. They had only 
to turn to the Report which had been 
issued by the Royal Commission on 
Physical Deterioration and also to the 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
Physical Training (Scotland) to find most 
important evidence in support of the step 


they were taking. They noted in connec 
| tion with the Report of the Royal Com- 


said | 


mission on Physical Deterioration the 


| following statement— 


“It was, nevertheless, acknowledged that 
the evils arising from wunderfeeding were so 
widespread, and in certain localities so press- 
ing, that some authoritative intervention was 
called for at the earliest possible moment to 
secure that the education of the children who 
are obliged to attend school shall not be ham- 
pered and retarded by the physical condition 
thereby engendered.” 

That was a most important statement, 
made not by those who had engaged in 
this agitation in the country, but by a 
Royal Commission appointed by the 
present Government. 


The Question might very properly be put 
| how far the evil obtained in Scotland, for, 
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after all, the Bill before the House dealt 
with Scotland and Scotland only. He 
thought, however, that they could clearly 
demonstrate that so far as Scotland was 


concerned the evil did prevail to a very | 
considerable extent, and that the present | 


was the most opportune moment for 
them to deal with the subject. To-day 
they were engaged in readjusting the 
machinery for education in Scotland, 
and the probabilities were that that 
Bill when it passed into law would control 
the whole machinery of education in 
Scotland, and would remain unaltered for 
some years to come. That being so, if 
there were such a defect in connection 
with the machinery as he had hinted at, 
surely this was the right time when it 
should be remedied. He would have to 
trouble the House with one or two other 
particulars so far as Scotland was con- 
cerned. He found that Dr. Mackenzie, 
the medical officer of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Scotland, said that in the 
slums of Edinburgh a large proportion 
of the children were half-starved, and he 
agreed that to subject the half-starved 
child to the routine of a school would be 
the height of cruelty, and that the educa- 
tional result would be poor. That was 
an authoritative statement of a medical 
officer of the Local Government Board 
for Scotland. Then a recent report, so 
far as Dundee was concerned, showed that 
a deplorable condition of things obtained 
in that city. They had further evidence 
in the Report of the Royal Commission 
on Physical Training in Scotland. This 
was what that Commission said on the 
subject— 

“We consider that the question of the 
proper and sufficient feeding of children is one 
which has the closest possible connection with 
any scheme which may be adopted for their 
physical equally with their mental work. It 
is evident that among the causes which affect 
the physical welfare of the population the lack 
of proper nourishment is one of ihe most serious. 
The subject demands special notice not only 
as regards the existing state of affairs, but 
still more in view of any increase of physical 
training through the State-aided schools which 
may commend itself.” 


They further said— 


** A large number of important witnesses— 
members of the medical profession, inspectors 
of schovls, representatives of school boards, 
teachers, and others—were questioned on the 
subject. and they were unanimously of opinion 
that it was most desirable that increased 


Mr, Arthur Henderson. 
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|attention should be paid to the feeding of 
ichildren attending State-aided schools.” 

| " a. 36 

| The Report of the Commission con- 
tinued— 

“We entirely endorse that opinion.” 


| It then went on to draw a contrast 
between the condition of children as 
seen in the poorest schools and th: 
condition of children of parents who had 
altogether failed in their duty. Those 
latter children had, as a consequence of 
the default of their parents, been sent 
to the training ship at Moss Bank and 
to similar institutions, where sufficient 
food and physical training were given 
to them, and the contrast between 
them and the children in the poorest 
schools was both marked and_ painful. 
Thus it was clearly demonstrated that 
where the parents had absolutely failed 
to do their duty their children were in 
a better condition, inasmuch as by State- 
aid they had received that nourishment 
iwhich was essential to their physical 
‘well-being, while the condition of the 
other poor children was not only marked 
but painful. This proved conclusively 
that so far as Scotland was concerned 
the evil existed to as great an extent 
as it did in either England or Wales. 


In the debate the other day a great 
deal was said about the causes which 
had brought about this deplorable socia! 
evil, and no doubt there was a consider- 
able difference of opinion in the House 
as to the real causes. He would venture 
to classify the children in the following 
order. First, they had destitute chil- 
dren whose parents were in extreme 
poverty for reasons that were really 
preventable. Secondly, there were those 
whose parents were in temporary poverty 
‘caused by enforced idleness ; and thirdly. 
there were those, and he thought this 
was the most important section demand- 
‘ing the consideration of the House— 
‘those whose fathets’ economic condi- 
tion. when they were in work was such 
as to preclude the possibility of their 


doing exactly as they would _ like 
‘to do in making provision for the 
‘nourishment of their children. A most 


‘important question the House had to 
‘consider was whether (whatever the cause 
lof these children being exposed to the 
idanger of their physical condition being 
|completely undermined) it was in the 
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public interest that this evil should be 
allowed any longer to go on unchecked. 
If they only remembered how deplorable 
the results were they would agree with 
him that it would be the worst policy 
possible to pursue to allow the evil to go 
on unchecked, in view of the danger to 
th: race. The Report from which he 
had already quoted made some most em- 
phatic observations on the matter of their 
responsibility. It proved, in the first 
place, that voluntary effort by itself 
had failed to cope with the extension of 
the evil. Then the Royal Commission on 
Physical Training in Scotland came to 
the conclusion— 

“It should be one of the duties of school 
boards and school managers to inquire into 
cases of apparently insufficient feeding, and 
they should provide facilities for the provision 
of suitable food by voluntary agency without 
cost to the public funds, and should co-operate 
with those agencies in the organisation of this 
work.” 


Then, in another portion of the Reports 


they demonstrated emphatically how | 


inadequate voluntary effort had proved, 
and they added— 

“We think that power should be given to 
provide meals, and to demand from the parents 
payment to meet the cost.” 

He would trouble the House with 
only one more quotation, and it was an 
important one. Seeing that the Govern- 
ment insisted upon appointing Royal 
Commissions, it was desirable that they 
should appear to give some consideration 
to the findings of those Commissions 
unless, of course, they were going to 
aecept the theory that the appointment 
of a Royal Commission was an easy way 
to provide a ‘huge grave in which the 
Government might bury difficult prob- 
lems. He found in the Report words to the 
effect that there was a general consensus 
of opinion that the time had come when 
the State should realise the necessity of 
ensuring adequate nourishment for chil- 
dren in attendance at schools. It was 
said to be the height of cruelty to subject 
half-starved children to the process of edu- 
cation, besides being a short-sighted policy, 
inasmuch as the progress of such children 
was inadequate and disappointing. If the 
House and the Government recognised 
the existence of such an evil—and they 
had strong and conclusive evidence that 
the Government had at last recognised 
it, because only a few days ago they 
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issued an Order affecting England and 
Wales, whereas up to the present moment 
they had done absolutely nothing so far 
as Scotland was concerned—if, he con- 
tended, they recognised the evil, surely 
they ought on an occasion like that, 
when they were building up new ma- 
chinery for educational purposes, to be 
prepared to make some arrangement and 
to incorporate some provision dealing 
with the evil. 


The Government, if they liked, might 
| adopt the plan which had been suggested. 
jin the Bill already before the House, 
|The promoters of that Bill suggested 
| that power should be given to the local 
‘education authority, when they found 
/a number of children in their schools 
| who were insufficiently or badly fed, 
| to take the matter in hand, and to arrange 
'for giving them certain meals daily. 
| They also went so far as to suggest that 
| power should be given to the education 
_authority to recover the cost of the meals 
}from the parents or guardians, where it 
could be clearly proved that such parents 
|or guardians had the means to provide 
| proper nourishment but had _ wilfully 
}and culpably neglected their obligation 
| to their children. He considered that if 
| the Government would accept-an Amend- 
| ment of that nature in their new Scottish 
| Education Billin Committee, giving these 
| limited, although probably sufficient, 
powers, they would be taking a step in 
the right direction. It should be noted 
that this proposal left the manner and 
the means of relief entirely in the dis- 
cretion of the local education authority. 
There were other reasons why they 
considered that to be the best method of 
dealing with this evil. In the first place, 
it was most in harmony with the recom- 
mendations of the two Commissions to 
which he had already referred. They 
made that recommendation because they 
fully thought that where voluntary 
effort had been tried it had not proved 
in itself sufficient. They did not suggest 
that voluntary effort should be aban- 
doned entirely, but that it might be made 
part of an arrangement with the local 
education authority. What they did 
want was that, without leaving out 
entirely all voluntary effort which had 
not proved sufficient, full responsi- 
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really done should be imposed on the 
local education authorities. That would 
be the best way of dealing with the evil 
from a practical, economic, and humane 
standpoint. The Report of the Inter- 
Departmental Committee on Physical 
Deterioration agreed with the opinion | 


of the Royal Commission on Physical | 
and | 
cooking of meals for children habitu- | 


Training that the preparation 
ally underfed should be regarded as one 
of the charges incidental to school 
management, and the Commission also 
expressed the sanguine belief that a 
few prosecutions would have a most | 
salutary and stimulating effect in 
compelling neglectful parents to take a 
full share of their responsibilities. 


He thought he had stated strong grounds | 


on which to base an appeal to the Gov- 


ernment to give some encouragement to | 
those who desired to deal with that de- | 
In his opinion the | 


fect in their measure. 


Government had made a great mistake | 
in bringing in this Bill without recognis- | 


ing the strong and emphatic evidence of 
their own Royal Commissions’ Reports, for 
it might be that for a number of years to 
come they would be face to face with this 
evil in great centres like Glasgow, Edin- 
burgh, and Dundee, and would not have 
given any legislative powers to the local 
authorities to deal with what was an ad- 
mitted evil. He would conclude by 
again expressing his earnest hope that 
when they reached the Committee stage 


they would have the support of the | 


Government in their endeavour to re- 
move this great defect from the Bill. 


*Sirn HUGH SHAW-STEWART (Ren- 
frew, E.) asked the House to allow him 
to say a few words on the question raised 
by the last speaker, as he was one of the 
members of the Royal Commission on 
Physical Training, from whose Report 
several quotations had been made. He 
did not propose to say anything on the 
general lines of the Bill, except to thank 
the Government for having introduced 
it, and to assure them that most of the 
Members representing Scottish constitu- 
encies would do all that they could to 
expedite its progress through the House. 
But there were one or two omissions from 
the Bill on which he would like to speak 
fora moment. One was the omission in 


Mr. &rthur Herderson. 
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reference to any scheme for dealing with 
underfed children. He was one o! 
| those who held very strongly the view 
| that if provision was to be made for feed- 
‘ing the children the cost should be 
| recovered from the parents, and he be- 
| lieved that the hon. Member for Camber- 

well was entirely of that opinion. But 
there was one difficulty connected with 
that suggestion which had to be faced, 
/and that was the difficulty of dealing 
with parents who would not pay the fees. 
| The Hon. Member had said that he would 
| s¢ scarify those parents. 


| Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
| No. I said I would searify those who 


could, but would not pay, but I did not 
'say I would not scarify those who were 
too poor to pay. 


*Sir HUGH SHAW-STEWART said 
he fully accepted that interpretation of 
| the hon. Member’s words, but he did not 
see how he proposed to scarify those 
parents. He did not think that a resolu- 
tion passed by the school board would 
be sufficient to produce that result, and he 
did not know of any other way in which 
they could be got at. He was going to say 
that no resolution would scarify anybody. 
But he did recollect one occasion in that 
House when certain colonial statesmen 
were brought to the Bar because they had 
| broken some constitutional rule, and 
| they were brought up to be admonished 
| by Mr. Speaker. Certainly those who 
were acquainted with the authority 
which surrounded Mr. Speaker’s office, 
when they heard and saw those colonial 
statesmen admonished, came to the con- 
clusion that they were scarified. But 
they were not going to scarify the public 
by means of resolutions passed by school 
boards, and he believed the only way in 
which they could deal with parents who 
would not pay the feeding fees for their 
children was to make paupers of them— 
| to recover the money through the Poor 
Law. That was the gist of the recom- 
mendations of the Commission, and he 
wished to emphasise the conclusion they 
arrived at that no expense whatever 
should be thrown on school boards in re- 
spect of the provision of food. He was 
sorry that the right hon. Gentleman had 
not been able to incorporate any sugges 
tions of that kind in his Bill. No doubt 
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he had good reasons for abstaining from 
doing so, and he trusted he would explain 
them to the House later on. 


There was one other omission, and 
that was in regard to the question of 
medical inspection. The Royal Com- 
mission went very fully into that 
question, and he would like to re- 
mind them that one of the members 
of the Royal Commission was at that 
time head of the Education Department 
for Scotland. He could assure the 
House they had very weighty evidence 
from the most skilled and_ influential 
witnesses in the country, and upon it 
they arrived at certain conclusions. 
They suggested that medical officers 
should act as consulting officers to school 
boards and should work with the local 
medical officers. They suggested further 
that medical officers of counties and 
burghs should give their services for 
a retaining fee, not exceeding £100 a year, 
which might fairly be provided from 
Imperial funds. Another paragraph of 
their Report suggested that the district 
medical officers should visit and report 
to the senior medical officer regarding 
the health of the children. He was 
quite aware that that provision would 
entail very considerable expense, and 
possibly that was the reason why the 
Government had not seen its way to 
embark on the enterprise. He would like 
further to draw attention to paragraph 
160 of the Report, in which they sug- 
gested that sub-inspectors, male and 


Education 


female, should be appointed and should | 


make occasional visits to the school and 


assist the teachers in testifying as to 


the health and cleanliness of the children, 


most important of all the suggestions 
they made. 
ness; it would not involve any large 
expenditure of money, and he was certain 


the hon. Member for Camberwell would | 
bear him out in saying that the teachers | 
would welcome the appointment of a 
| past. It 
| calculated 
habits, matters which were quite as | 


few selected persons to assist them in 
these matters of cleanliness and sanitary 


important for young children to learn as 
lessons in geography and history. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman in the 
course of the debate would give some 
reason why the recommendations of 
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At any rate it was a practical | 
one and it had the advantage of cheap- | 


| that, in itself, he thought, was 


(Scotland) Bi'?. 1158 


|the Royal Commission, arrived at after 
‘full and careful investigation and con- 
sideration, were not given effect to in 
the Bill, 


Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) wished to associate himself 
with what had been said as to the import- 
ance of includingin that Billsome provision 
for the feeding of necessitous children. He 
did not say that at all in the sense that 
he thought the Bill was an unwelcome 
one, because he believed it would do a 
great deal of good in Scotland, even if 
those provisions were not included. 
But he did sincerely hope that the Lord- 
Advocate and the Government would 
seriously and with an open mind con- 
sider this question and try to give some 


satisfaction to those who had been 
urging it op their atteation. It was a 


matter of vital importance and it was 
one capable of being dealt with without 
apy revolutionary proceedings. It was 
a matter to which in Scotland very 
special attention had been called, not 
only by the Royal Commission on 
Physical Training, but more recently by a 
very interesting and tragic document 
issued in Dundee under the auspices of 
the Social Union. It was a report drawn 
up by medical men, and it showed 
the enormous wastage of human life 
which was going on. He would not say 
more about that now, but he hoped that 
when they reached the Committee stage 
it would be found that the Governmeat 
were willing to entertain these proposals. 


He wished to say how cordially he wel- 


_comed, for his part, the reintroduction 
He was not sure that that was not the | 


of this Bill, and how sincerely he trusted 
the Government intended to pass it into 
law. The main principle of the Bill, on 
which really its usefulness rested, was 
the enlargement of the local government 


areas for education purposes. He did 
not think it necessary to recapitu- 
late the arguments by which they 


had justified that enlargement in the 
was a reform which was 
greatly to simplify and 
improve the position of teachers, and 
the 
very important argument in its favour. 
It would increase the importance and the 
authority of the local education bodies— 


|the school boards—and, in his opinion, 
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make them much less amenable to any- 
thing that might be regarded as undue 
interference on the part of the Education 
Department, and it would enable them 
to really co-ordinate the different stages 
of education, and give a greater stimulus 
to the secondary education of the country. 
After a good deal of discussion and debate 
in that House in the previous year they 
had arrived at a very excellent solution 


of the difficult, practical question of the | 
That was a ques- | 


extension of the areas. 
tion which had been dealt with in different 
ways according to the merits of each par- 
ticular case, and it was wise, he thought, 
to leave it as they now proposed to do 
to the decision of the authorities con- 
cerned. It was now intended to be in- 
corporated in the clause of the Bill deal- 
ing with that matter, and he hoped that 
clause would really make it perfectly 


clear that the local authorities themselves, | 
no less than the Secretary for Scotland, | 
were to be real parties to any combination | 


that might be effected; that that com- 
bination was not to take place behind 


their backs, but with their consent and | 


concurrence. He hoped also that an- 
other arrangement which was made in 
the previous year, with regard to the 


management of schools, would be per- | 
It was then left in the hands | 
of the school board to appoint managers, | 


sisted in. 


and it was very important in school 
administration to secure that manage- 
ment and control should go together. 
Nothing could be more unfortunate than 
that the actual management should be in 
different hands to those by whom the 
school was controlled. It 
tunate for the managers themselves, 
because it was impossible to obtain from 
them the same kind of work as would be 
obtained if they had greater authority, 


and it was still more unfortunate for those | 
who controlled the school, and who were | 


not in daily contact with its administra- 
tion, and so able to meet the problems 
with which school boards had to deal. 

If there was any doubt before as to the 
necessity of provincial councils, or na- 
tional councils, or some advisory body 


in Scotland with whom the board might | 


officially deal that doubt might easily 
be set at rest by the events of the last year. 
The great argument against them had 


always been that there was a complete. 


and acequate control over c¢vcation in 
Mr. Charles Douglas. 
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was unfor- | 
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Scotland. It was two years since there 
had been an opportunity to discuss upon 
the Estimates educational affairs in Scot- 
land, and no one who took an interest in 
Scottish education would think that once 
in two years was too often to bring the 
acts of the Scottish Education Depart- 
ment under review. The Government 
| had made some difference in this Bill to 
‘their proposals of last year. They had 
steadily refused to create any national 
council with power to sub-divide itself 
into committees for local purposes, 
That would have been the simplest 
and most satisfactory course that they 
could have taken, but they had refused 
to take it. It was not a matter of prin- 
ciple, because whether there was one 
council with power to form itself into 
four local committees or whether there 
were four councils which had power 
to combine it was practically the same 
thing. He believed a sub-committee of 
a national council would be a far more 
efficient body in its way than any pro- 
vincial council. He would like to see 
the functions of the provincial council 
further defined. A provincial or national 
council would fall very far short of their 
view of what it ought to be if it 
were merely a collection of estimable 
gentlemen nominated by the Education 
Department from what were called 
“educational experts.” It was of vital 
importance that these councils should 
contain not only an element but a major- 
ity of other members who were delegated 
‘representatives of the school board 
within the area or province with which 
that council was to deal. That should 
not be left in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary for Scotland but should be dealt 
with in the Bill itself. He would also 
like to see more power given to the pro- 
vincial councils ; not that their functions 
should be altered ; they should still re- 
/main an advisory body, but he would 
‘like to see a wide extension of the sub- 
| jects upon which the opinion of the 
councils should be sought if these bodies 
were really to be consulted as to the 
essential parts of the administrative 
work of the Department. 

As to the necessity for this Bill dealing 
with the treatment of those schools which 
were not under the charge of the school 
boards, the voluntary schools, there was 
avery general agreement. Many people 
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believed that the duty of the State ought 
to be limited to supplying secular educa- 
tion, and that the teaching of theology 
formed no part of the business. That 
was not the state of affairs in Scotland, 
nor was it the state of affairs set up by 
the Bill, which persisted in giving to 
Scotland denominational education in 
the schools. So long as that was done it 
was essential that they should recognise 
the conscientious objections of the min- 
ority. No good cause ever prospered 


which was leagued with hardship and | 
He was prepared to accept | 
and welcome the proposals in fhe Bill | 


injustice. 


to deal more equally with the minority 
in this matter. As to the manner in 
which it was to be done there were differ- 
ences of opinion. The proposal of the 
Bill was to leave it to the local authority 
to give aid from the rates. It was certain 


that any aid must come from the rates if | 
the matter was to be dealt with asa whole, | 
but there was an opinion in Scotland | 
that it could be dealt with by Parlia- | 
not the | 
view of all, but, at the same time, if the | 


mentary action. That was 


money was to be given by Parliament 


to the schools it must be taken out of the | 


Scottish Education Fund and from that 
part of it which otherwise would go in 
relief of rates, and there would be so 
much the less to go to the country as a 
whole in relief of rates. 


made. 


would be made to contribute to those 


in which there were voluntary schools. | 


The other way was to make the de- 
duction in detail, and in proportion, in 
those parts of the country where volun- 
tary schools existed. After all, what did 
it mean? It meant that they were 


viving the Education Department power | 


to impose rates, because when they gave 
this power to withdraw some of this fund, 
they gave power to withdraw money 
which would otherwise go to the relief 
of rates in many districts. One of the 
greatest defects of the English educa- 
tional system was that the local author- 
ities had been deprived of the liberty they 
ought to have and desired to exercise. 
Many of the difficulties of the English 
Act were traceable to that single fault, 
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There were two | 
ways by which that deduction might be | 
It might be spread over the | 
country as a whole, but that would be | 
obviously unjust because those districts | 
in which there were no voluntary schools | 
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and he would greatly deplore anything 
of that sort being introduced into the 
Bill for Scotland. They ought to jeal- 
ously guard the right of each locality to 
the disposal of its own rates. Each case 
ought to be dealt with on its merits as 
it came before those whose knowledge of 
the circumstances enabled them to form 
an opinion upon it. 


In conclusion, he ventured to express 
the same hope with reference to the 
Bill as a whole as he had expressed at 
the commencement of his speech. It 
was a very serious matter to hold a 
Bill of this sort over the heads of 
| those carrying on the educational work 
of Scotland. The responsibility for the 
present state of things rested on the 
Government. They had introduced this 
sill, which was a responsibility they 
‘ought not to take unless they intended 
to persevere with it and pass it into law. 
He therefore hoped that it would be 
/eventually carried. 


Str JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
| versity) said the House was indebted 
to the hon. Gentlemen who had already 
spoken for calling attention to the 
serious defect in this Bill in not making 
any effort to deal with the question of 
hungry children. Neither the Govern- 
ment in general nor the Scottish Depart- 
ment in particular could Jeave this 
matter alone. The Scottish Department 
hadhad before them fora considerable time 
two very important Reports. They had 
| had before them the Report of their own 
| Royal Commission on the Physical Train- 
ing of Children in Scotland, and they had 
had the Report of the Departmenta! Com- 
mittee on Physical Deterioration. Nor 
could they say the Scottish view was not 
adequately represented on both bodies, be- 
}cause on the Royal Commission on the 
Physical Training of Children in Scotland 
| was Sir Henry Craik, the then head of the 
Scottish Department, and on the Com- 
mittee on Physical Deterioration was that 
gentleman’s successor in that office. Both 
those gentlemen joined in the Reports 
of that Commission and Committee, which 
declared that the physical condition of the 
children in the schools was such that it re- 
quired immediate attention on the part of 
the Government. Not a single step had 
the Scottish Office taken upon the Reports 
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of these two important bodies, and in | spend school rates in medical inspection, 
the Bill now before the House they had | but were they going to stop there? Had 


omitted the question altogether. It had | 
been ignored by them. They were like 
the Pharisee in the story of the good | 
Samaritan. They had looked on these 


poor children and had passed by on the | 


other side. 


He desired to point out how the 
thing stood as regarded English chil- 
dren, because the President of the Local 
xovernment Board had stated clearly 
both in the House and the country, 
that in England a distressed child in a 
public elementary school had a legal right 
to be visited by a representative of the 
public authority and to be relieved and fed. 
Not only had the President of the Local 


Government Board admitted it, but he | 
had taken the step of providing machinery, | 


somewhat clumsy machinery it was true, 
but the best that could be provided 
without legislation, to secure that those 
children’s rights should not remain in 
abeyance, but that they should be 
vindicated. In the schools, now, it was 
the duty of the teachers and managers 
to inquire into the condition of any child 
who was distressed, and to report, 
and it was the duty of the guardians 
to at once send their officer and relieve 
the child, and then afterwards take steps 
to recover the cost from the parents, 
and, if they were not able to pay, to make 
the relief out of the poor relief fund. 
What was the position with regard to Scot- 
land ? Because what had been done in this 
respect did not apply to either Scotland 
or Ireland, and he presumed that the 


there not been medical inspection in many 

| of the schools in Scotland and England 
every year? Excellent medical inspec- 
tions had been made in Scotlard 
and in England, in the Johanna Street 
Schools, but what was the result of the 
‘inspections of those schools in poor dis- 
tricts? It was that a great number of 
children in those poor schools were suffer- 
ing from lack of food. That would be 
the result of the medical inspections in 
Scotland. What were they going to 
do? Were they going to stop there / 
The local authorities under this Bill had 
now power to spend the ratepayers’ 
money on the provision of food, and the 
point he wished to put to the Lord-Ad- 
| vocate was that he should tell the House 
clearly, first, what were the rights of 
the children, and secondly, what were 
the steps which the Scotch Office were 
going to take analagous to those taken 
by the Local Government Board in 
England for enforcing those rights. 
W hat was the use of giving power to 
the new Scotch authorities to inspect 
the children if they did not give them 
power to mitigate the evils from which 
they suffered. He hoped this Bill would 
be carried through as everybody de- 
sired to see it passed. His only desire 
in rising was to raise, in the case of Scot- 
land, this question which had _ been 
dealt with to some extent in the case of 
England, and which must in the future 
be dealt with in the case of both Scot- 
land and Ireland; 


children of both those countries had the | 


same rights as children in England. He 


would like to know whether that was 
not a fact? Here, then, they had a 
right on the part of the child to live, and 
no step was taken either by Scotland or 
Treland to put their children in the same 
position as English children. The Gov- 
ernment could not leave this matter 
where it was. Before this Bill went 
further they must declare first what 


were the rights of Scotch children, and | 


then what steps they proposed to take 
in order that those rights should be 
safeguarded. 


On the face of the Bill there were many 
imperfections. For instance there was a 
provision that the school boards could 


Sir John Gorst, 


*Mr. EDWARDS (Radnor) said, 
was well known, they had had in Wales 
a great deal of trouble owing to the 
Education Act which was passed by the 
Government in 1902. He could not 
help thinking that much of that trouble 
might not have occurred if the Govern- 
ment had accepted the offer made by 
the hon. Member for the Carnarvon 
| Boroughs, who was willing to take such 
a Bill as this for the solution of the 
difficulty. As the hon. and learned 
| Member for Lanark very properly re- 
| marked, each locality should be allowed 
to control the expenditure of its own 
‘rates. Under Clause 3 of this Bill 
a/there was set up a system of school 
| boards all through the country. That 
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would have been a very proper way of | the same rule were applied to Wales 
dealing with education in Wales as well | they would get rid of a good many of the 
as in Scotland. Clause 17 of the Scotch | difficulties now felt in that country. 


Bill provided that— 


He could not understand why the 


“Tt shall be lawful for the school board in | o0vernment which granted for Scotland 


any of the enumerated districts from time to | 


time to commit the management of any school 
or schools under their charge, and, subject to 


the provisions of the Act, to delegate such of | . A : 
it had not been so in regard to his own 


their powers as they may see fit in connection 


with the management of ssch school or schools, | 
parishes of Wales were Nonconformists, 


to managers appointed by them.” 


He wished that were the law 


in| 


Wales, but he did not grudge it to) 


Scotland. In Wales it was the parsons 


who appointed the managers of the | 


schools, and not the public bodies like 
the county councils who were at the same 
time called upon to find the money for 
running the schools. There was a wide 
difference between the Bill now before 
the House and the Act of 1902. The 
Bill before the House sought to carry 
out the wishes of the people of Scotland, 
but the Act of 1902 did nothing of the 
kind in regard to the people of England 
and Wales. The Welsh laity 


would | *. : , : 
fully approve of the public control given | said that with regard to the supplying of 





by this Bill, but unfortunately there | 


were other powers at work to induce the 
Government to pass the Act of 1902, 
and roughly speaking the clergy got their 


way. Why was it that they got their 
way ? Was it for the benefit of educa- 
tion? The Government had shown by 


introducing this kind of measure for Scot- 
land that they believed that a system 
of education which was controlled by 
school boards was better than a system 
which left education to voluntary agencies. 
One great merit of the Bill was that it did 
not arouse religious disputes as the Act 





of 1902 had done in both England and | 


Wales. 


Why was it that the clergymen | iia. 


in England and Wales took up the posi- | 


tion they did ? 
the cudiments of knowledge should be 
taught in the elementary schools 2? Secu 
lar education was to be elementary, 
but apparently religious instruction was 
to be advanced. If it was right that 
only the rudiments of secular instruction 
should be taught it would appear equally 
right that only the rudiments of religious 
instruction should be given. The merit 
of this Bill as compared with the English 
Bill was that it allowed the majority 
to have its own way with regard to religi- 
ous instruction. He felt sure that if 





the wishes of its people should refuse 
them in the case of Wales. The Govern- 
ment was supposed to be impartial, but 
country. The majority in most of the 
and if the principle underlying this Bill 
was given to the people of Wales it would 
often happen that in Welsh parishes, 
where there was only one school, not only 
the maintenance but the control of the 
staffing of that school would be given 
to the people of the parish. He pro- 
tested against the treatment meted 
out to Wales in 1902. He approved of 
the principle of this Bill, but he held 
that it was equally applicable to Wales 
as to Scotland. 


Str ANDREW AGNEW (Edinburgh, 8.) 


meals to underfed children he fully sym- 
pathised with the view which had been ex- 
pressed, and he hoped that in Committee 
the Lord- Advocate would be able to insert 
a provision dealing with the matter. 
As to the Bill itself, he had only two 
criticisms to make. He- greatly re- 
gretted that the counties instead of the 
county districts had not been made the 
education areas. In many cases the 
county district woula be much too small 
for a complete svstem of primary, secon- 
dary, and technical education. The 
county would in most cases provide 
a far more suitable area, and he 
could not understand why it had not 
That objection had doubt- 


Thev insisted that only iless been met to some extent by the 


power given to unite two or more county 
districts, but it would have been simpler 
to have taken the county and, in the 
rare cases where it was too large, divide 
it. It was always easier to divide a dis- 
trict than to get two or more authorities, 
each entitled to a separate existence, to 
agree to be united. Personally he would 
have liked to see the county the edu- 
cation district, and the county council 
the education authority. If that had 
been the proposal it would have ren. 
dered unnecessary the creation of an 
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poses, and saved one local election, of 
which there were already too many. 
The more local elections there were the 
less interest people took in them. Fully 
recognising the difficulties in the way of 
that proposal, he was quite prepared to 
accept the scheme of the Government, 
which he believed would work well and 
be generally acceptable to the people of 
Scotland. 


His second criticism had _ reference 
to the financial arrangements of the 
Bill. Probably everyone would ap- 
prove of the proposal that the various 
grants for education should be pooled, 
but he doubted whether all would be in 


favour of the inclusion of the residue | 


grant of 1890 and a large portion of 
the equivalent grant of 1892. There was 
justification for the arrangement so far 
as the residue grant was concerned, 
because while the grant was given either 
for the relief of local rates or for techni- 
cal education, it had been almost 
universally devoted to technical education. 
In fact, taking the whole of Scotland, 
three-fourths of the grant had been 
used for that purpose. But there was 
not the same reason for claiming the 
equivalent grant or any portion of it for 
inclusion in the education fund; it 
was given expressly for the relief of 
local rates and, with the exception of 
a very small part—about £500—had 
been so used. The proposal was that 
£100,000 should be devoted to the relief 
of rates, and that the balance—about 
£63,000, according to last year’s figures— 
should go to the education fund. That 
meant that an additional burden of 
£63,000 would be laid upon the county 
and burgh rates. It might be said that 
it did not much matter, if the money had 
to be found, whether it was raised by 


That, however, was not the way the local 
authorities looked at the 


would have been much better to have let | 
the present arrangement remain undis- | 


turbed, leaving the education authority 
to raise the money they required by an 
addition to the education rate. More- 
over, it was not dealing fairly with the 
local authorities in Scotland as com- 
pared with -those in England, inasmuch 
as under the Act of 1902 the equiva- 


Sir Andrew Agnew. 
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entirely new body for educational pur-|lent grant 
consequently the amount for the relief 


| undiminished. 


j | to come. 
the police, the school, or any other rate. | 


matter, It | 
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was not touched, 
of local rates in England remained 
He hoped the Lord-Ad- 
vocate would take this matter into 
consideration, and see if he could not 
leave the whole of the equivalent grant 
undisturbed. With that alteration he 
hoped the Bill would be carried through. 
It had met with a very friendly reception 
on both sides, and there was in Scotland 
a general desire for its speedy passage, 
He hoped, therefore, that after the 
Second Reading the Lord-Advocate would 
press forward the remaining stages as 
rapidly as possible, and that the Bill 
would be carried into law this session. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) said 
the question of the feeding of the children 
was of the greatest importance, and al- 
though the matter was one of consider- 
able difficulty, he hoped that in Committee 
the Government would be prepared to 
submit a plan. In regard to its main 
principles he welcomed the Bill of last 
year, and in its present form he thought 
he had still more reason to welcome it. 
But why was not the Bill of last year 
passed ? He had never known a Bill 
to be received in a more reasonable spirit, 
but it was wilfully thrown aside by the 
Government in order that other measures 
might be forced through. He hoped 
that that would not be the case this vear. 
The best answer to any possible charge 
of obstruction was the present Bill, it 
being a considerable improvement upon 
the Bill of last year, a result wholly due 
to the discussion which then took place. 
The Bill was not a controversial measure 
in the Party sense, but it was one of enor- 
mous importance to the Scottish people, 
inasmuch as it would probably form the 
basis of their education for a generation 
That being so, it would be 
nothing short of a scandal if Scottish 
Members consented to such a Bill being 
thrown at their heads without giving 
it full discussion. 


| The main point of the Bill was the 
_qvestion of the area, and upon that 
|there was a considerable amount of 
controversy, Many people held that 
‘the parish was the best area. believing 
|that in the parish alone could there 
‘be the closest touch between the people 
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and the management of education. 
On the other hand, many believed that 
the county was the best area. In this 
dilemma the Government had had to 
make a compromise, and they had taken 
the district. He did not say that that 
was necessarily the best. As the Bill 
was introduced it had all the evils of a 
compromise. If they stuck rigidly to the 
district it would have many of the faults 
of both the parish and the county with 
none of their virtues. What they de- 
manded was elasticity, and that had 
been provided for, and to that extent the 
Bill was better. He thought, however, 
that there was room for more elasticity. 
In Committee last year this matter was 
discussed, and it was felt that whatever 
scheme was adopted it would be found 
necessary to have a wider area for 
secondary than for elementary educa- 
tion. A preposal of that kind could be 
embodied without injuring the Bill. The 
late Lord-Advocate promised to embody 
a clause giving effect to some arrange- 
ment of that sort, and he hoped that in 
Committee the Government would con- 
sider some scheme whereby districts 
could unite for secondary education, 
whilst retaining the authority “fcr ele- 
mentary education. One of the changes 
proposed in the Bill was exceedingly com- 
plicated. A distinction was made be- 
tween primary and secondary schools, 
and in order to accomplish this no less 
than three different areas had been taken 
—in some cases the parish, in others 
a group of parishes, and in some the dis- 
trict. Only one-quarter of the districts 
had secondary schools, and the remaining 
three-quarters had higher-grade schools 
which served large districts. The simplest 
way was to make an arrangement that 
would make no difference between those 
schools. He welcomed the Bill, and 
hoped it would be passed. He had no 
fear but that the Lord-Advocate would 
do his best, for he had won golden 
opinions for his courtesy, and if the 
(overnment gave him facilities he had 
no doubt that he would make them 


a good Bill. 


*Str LEWIS McIVER (Edinburgh, W.) 
said the subject of the financial proposals 
of the Bill had been so well covered by 
the hon. Member for South Edinburgh 
that it was unnecessary for him to do 
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more than join in the appeal which had 
been made, urging upon the Govern- 
ment the importance of giving due weight 
to the strong feeling which existed 
amongst local authorities as to the 
proposed diversion of the equivalent 
grant from its present purposes. The 
ground on which objection was taken 
to this diversion was that money was 
given to England and Scotland for 
practically the same purposes, and it 
was now proposed to take it away from 
such purposes in Scotland. ,The pro- 
posed arrangement was in no way essential 
to the principal purposes of the Bill, 
and if the money was to be raised it could 
be most properly raised by an education 
rate. This was a question which was 
considerably discussed last year. Owing 
to the system of rating in Scotland, 
a certain differentiation between owners 
and occupiers existed, which had no 


parallel in England. Under this Bill 
the money which had hitherto been 


applied to the relief of occupiers’ rates 
would be replaced by a rate which would 
fall equally upon the owner and occupier. 
And tbe present proposal would, therefore, 
interfere with incidence of taxation as 


| deliberately accepted by the Scottish 


burghs, quite apart from the resentment 
felt by them on the subject of the 
equivalent grant. He did not think the 
Government would be wise if they 
assumed that the burghs acquiesced in 
the absorption of the residue grant. 
The whole of this movement had 
seriously alarmed the burgh authorities, 
because they did not know where 
this sort of thing was going to stop. 
They were not satisfied at the present time 
with other grants, and consequently 
they were unwilling to surrender what 
they had already got, in exchange for 
something about which they, at the 
present time, had noinformation. When 
the Lord-Advocate summed up he hoped 
that he would recognise the very strong 
feeling which existed on this matter 
throughout the iburghs and in some of 
the counties to the effect that this 
differentiation of treatment was unjust 
to Scotland, and was unnecessary for 
the purposes of education. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs) said he should like the House 
to be informed how the details of this Bill 








1171_—: Education {COMMONS;} (Scotland) Bull. 1172 


were going to be considered. Many |was all the more urgent because the 
speakers had stated that they were not | Second Reading had been put off until 
concerned with details at the present May 8th and because the Bill was 
moment, but there was a rumour that | many years overdue. There was no 
this Bill was to be sent to the Committee particular reason why it should not have 
on Trade or something of that kind. been passed last year. He thought his 
He hoped that was not true. If this hon. friend the Member for West 
Bill was not to be considered by the’! Renfrew was the most obvious cause 
whole of the Scottish Members in Com- of the Bill of last year not passing 
mittee, then a much closer attention to by moving his rating Amendment. 
details would be required on the Second 

Reading and on the Report stage. He *S7z CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew, 
was not a keen opponent of this Bill, W.) said he did not move the rating 
for it had his support last year, but he Amendment and he had always been 
maintained that every Scottish Member | opposed to it. : 


was bound to assist in the moulding of | 

this measure, and it would be something fp. MUNRO FERGUSON said he 
approaching a scandal if this Bill was sent | ynderstood that the views of the hon. 
to a Committee which would prevent fifty | Member opposite were adopted by the 
of the Scottish Members having a voice | Government. There was really no 
in regard to its details. There was a view | reason why the Bill of last year should 
very widely held that Bills relating to) not have been passed, and it was a great 
Scotland could not be taken up unless disappointment to every educationist 
Scotland was unanimous and the Scottish jn Scotland, because without some co- 
Members were mum, and unless they ordination of education much effort was 
could be passed without discussion. He Jost, and they had fallen very much in 
thought it would be wrong, however good arrears of the true position which Scot: 
this measure was, if it was not subject  Jand ought to hold in this matter. Con- 
to the fullest discussion by the whole sequently, there was a feeling of in- 
of the Scottish Members, who ought to security as regarded the present Bill, 
have some opportunity of assisting in and there had been gloomy forebodings 
moulding it. on the part of competent persons as to the 
chances of the Bill passing through 
during the present session. A Bill 
conceived upon broad national lines 
was worthy of a national effort. 


* There were one or two other points 
he wished to refer to. So far as the 
Bill itself was concerned he had very 
little to say against it, just as he had 
not much to say against the Bill of last He was glad that the Government had 
vear. There were some questions which held to the main lines of the Bill of last 
were ceitainly controversial. In regard year, His main objection to the Bill 
to the question of finance some of the was in regard to the excessive auto- 
burghs held strong opinions, Then | cracy of the Department. The power of 
there was the question of the areas, and the secretary of the Department was 
although the discussion up to the present practically uncontrolled. He thought 
had gone somewhat in favour of the | the tendency of the Bill was to gather 
areas prescribed under the Bill, many power into one hand. Too many Scottish 
opinions were held ia a contrary direction. boards were cumbrous and in very 
There was a controversial question much the same condition as they had 
affecting the enumerated districts, been since the days of the Stuarts, and 
and he knew that in Committee upon | this was a good time to make a change. 
the Bill the school board of the burgh of | There had been a change in the headship 
Leith would insist upon representations | of the Department. Although they did 
being made upon the point of its amal- | not all agree with Sir Henry Craik they 
gamation with Edinburgh. Those were | recognised his capacity, and they recog- 
fair subjects for full discussion. The} nised the great services he had_per- 
Government owed it to the House and | formed for Scotland. As to the personal 
to Scotland to use every effort in their element, Sir Henry was a man that 
power to pass the Bill this year. This! nobody could help liking. The Bill 


Mr. Munro Ferguson. 
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should certainly have created a National 


Council of Education for Scotland. 
That would have involved, of course, the 
transfer of the Education Department to 
Edinburgh. The hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for West Edinburgh, in discussing 
the question of districts, said that it 
was much easier to divide one body into 
two or three than to get two or three to 
agree. If that argument was true he 
would ask the hon. Baronet to apply it 
to the provincial councils, and to build 
up a national council out of them. 
The provincial councils were, he believed, 
a valuable feature of the Bill. He 
should like to see a fifth provincial 
council. He thought the Highlands 
naturally lent themselves to be treated 
separately. There should be a_ fifth 
council at Inverness, or the council of 
St. Andrews might go to Inverness. He 
was not indifferent to the advantage of 
Fife as a centre, but at the same time he 
thought the Highland area could never be 
properly organised from Aberdeen. He 
desired to express his satisfaction that 
powers were to be given to combine the 
provincial councils for certain purposes. 
He thought they should have much wider 
powers, and that real powers should be 
given to them. 


So far as the present Bill went it 
was an improvement on that of last 
year, and he thought it would be valu- 
able. Did the hon. Member opposite 
propose to abolish the School Board of 
Edinburgh ? If he proposed to give 
the control of educational affairs to 
the Town Council of Edinburgh he 
would be setting up a dual system of 
control. He thought that would be 
a serious danger of the proposal which 
should be cleared away before the change 
was made. Was it better to have educa- 
tional bodies all over Scotland, or to 
use the local bodies all over Scotland / 
He did not think a dual system would be 
an advantage. There was a good deal 
to be said for the parish councils. The 
main argument for them—and there was 
something in it—was that there was a 
fevling that a parish board was an easy 


body to attend—that a working man | 


after his tea could attend a parish board. 
He believed that if travelling expenses 
were paid they would get a larger pro- 


portion to attend the district boards.: were fed at very small expense. 
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to the Bill that the travelling expenses 
of the members of school boards should 
be paid in order that the working class 
should have no obstacle to their full 
representation upon them. The dis- 
trict area, he believed, offered the 
possibility of giving the best authority. 
It was very convenient for working 
purposes. Most of the work of the 
county councils had passed now into 
the hands of the district committees 
of the councils. He believed the area 
was a good one, that it would work 
economically, and enable them to have 
co-ordination of education, because they 
would never be able to have co-ordina- 
tion unless there was opportunity for 
education to be controlled by the same 
authority. They could do that with 
a district authority, but they could not 
do it with a parish authority. The hon. 
Member for Kincardineshire referred to 
the possibility of greater elasticity in 
the arrangements. He himself was in 
favour of the greatest elasticity possible. 
One of the great advantages of the dis- 
trict system was that two or more dis- 
tricts which required a similar kind of 
higher and technical education could 
have it better under a district system 
than under a county system. There 
were many counties which did not re- 
quire the same kind of higher and techni- 
cal education over the whole area, where- 
as by grouping the districts one would 
be able to arrange the educational! 
system much better. 


As to the physical training and 
the feeding of school children, he be- 


lieved that with such areas the diffi- 
culties could be met and grappled 


with. The small boards had not under- 
taken the work of providing for the 
requirements of physical training nearly 
enough. As to feeding, he believed 
that was in Scotland really a very simple 
matter. It had been tried, and wherever 
tried, so far as he knew, it had been a 
success. What was required was a 
kitchen, and a committee to see that 
the children were fed, and to obtain 
in some cases voluntary contributions 
for the feeding of children whose parents 
could not afford to pay for the food. 
In some cases he knew that the children 
The 
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parents paid for the tickets. The fault 
was not so much in the system under 
which the children were being fed as in 
the fact that the system itself had only 
been partially developed. There were 
some parts that had never attempted 
it, and he thought that had been the 
fault of the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment. By the very nature of its con- 
stitution it had no power of initiative 
to take up questions of that kind. That 
was pre-eminently the kind of question 
that would come before the new coun- 
cils if the power of initiative were given to 
them. There should be in every parish 
or district a committee appointed, pro- 
bably by the school board, to see that 
the children were properly fed, This 
Bill should give the school authorities 
powers to make the necessary equip- 
ment for the cooking of dinners. He 
gave notice of an Amendment of that 
kind to the Bill of last year. The great 
trouble which had been experienced 


Education 


had been in getting the school kitchen | 


itself, the boards having 
to make one or to 
necessary accommodation. 
initiative by the Department, and a 
slight amendment of the Bill, there was 
no child in Scotland who need not be 
thoroughly well fed. He congratulated 
the Government on having seized this 
great. opportunity of providing for the 
training of teachers. He trusted they 
would seize with equal vigour the oppor- 
tunity of passing the Bill, because the 
passing of it would be almost a justifica- 
tion for the prolongation of the present 
Parliament. 


no power 


Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) said he wished to follow 
the example of his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for the Leith Burghs in congratu- 
lating the Government on bringing 
forward of this measure. In regard to 
the feeding of children, he thought there 
should be no difficulty whatever. He 
had had some experience in connection 
with the establishment of soup kitchens, 
In only one case the board had to ask 
assistance to build a soup kitchen. A 
small house with a galvanised iron roof 
was provided at a cost of £15 or £20. 
In other cases the needful appliances 


for cooking were provided in places ad- | 


joining the schoolhouses, and the board 


Mr, Munro Ferguson. 
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considered that they were justified in 
applying the rates to that purpose. In 
regard to provisions there had never 
been any difficulty. A concert once a 
year in winter was generally sufficient to 
provide the funds. The farmers had been 
very kind in providing vegetables, and 
small payments were made by the child- 
ren for the meals supplied. The board 
thought it was better to take a small 
payment for a basin of soup than to give 
it voluntarily, but every consideration 
was given in the cases of children whose 
parents could not afford to pay even a 
halfpenny. Tickets were sold in lots 
on a more liberal scale if considered ne- 
cessary. He agreed that it might be 
advisable to introduce words in Section 
7 of the 23rd Clause of the Bill which 
would permit schools boards to incur 
the very trifling expense of providing for 


the feeding of children in necessary cases. 


He would not discuss the question of 
rating at length at the present moment. 
He could only tell the Government that 
it would be a great disappointment if 


provide the! part of the equivalent grant were taken 
With a little | from them. 


It would entail in many 
districts from 1d. to 13d. in the £ of 
additional taxation. In Scotland they 
had a good system of education, but 
he believed that by this Bill they would 
get a better system. If only the area 
was enlarged they would be able to deal 
with a freer hand with secondary edu- 
cation. He concurred with the remark 
of the hon. Member for Kincardineshire 
that they could not have secondary educa- 
tion to any real extent without a large 
area—except, perhaps, in very thickly 
populated districts ; and he hoped that 
the Lord-Advocate would take that into 
consideration. He was at one with the 
hon. Member for Leith in hoping that 
the Bill would be thoroughly discussed 
in the House instead of being sent to 
a Grand Committee. It would be a 
great saving of time, for the Bill 
could be got through Committee in 
half the time a Grand Committee would 
occupy. He did not imagine that there 
would be any obstruction, but many de- 
tails had to be, considered. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said he 
was strongly in favour of the Bill 


being considered in Committee of the 
Whole House, and especially that it 
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should not be sent to the Grand Com- 


mittee on Law or Trade. But he had 
always thought that a Scotch Bill should 
be sent to a Grand Committee con- 
sisting of all the Scotch Members. 





Sim MARK STEWART said he was | 
quite certain that that would never be | 
attained. | 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said he | 
himself had made the proposal of a 
Grand Committee with all the Scotch 
Members and other Members in ad- | 
dition. 


Sir MARK STEWART said he did 
not think it was ever carried. 





Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON : Oh, yes ; 


it was done once. 


Stir MARK STEWART: Well, it) 
could not have been often done. A | 
Scotch Education Bill might interest | 
some English Members and even some) 
Welsh Members ; and he therefore hoped 
it would be discussed in Committee of 
the Whole House. He was sure that a | 
much better Bill would be produced 
than if it was considered in Grand Com- | 
mittee. He trusted the Lord-Advocate | 
would use all his efforts with the Govern- 
ment to begin upon the Committee stage 
as soon as possible, so that it might be 
finished and the Bill read a third time | 
before Whitsuntide. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) said 
he was anxious to see the discussion kept | 
as close as possible to the actual pro- 
posals in the Bill, There was one thing | 
he was very glad of, namely, that the hon. | 
Baronet who had just sat down had 
endorsed very strongly the appeal made 
by his hon. friend the Member for Leith to 
the Government to afford the House some 
light as to what they were going to do with | 
the Billin Committee. Speaking for him- 
self, he thought it would be a great misfor- | 
tune to send it toan ordinary Committee ; 
let it be discussed in Committee of the | 
Whole House. There was a_ special | 
reason for that. This Bill contained a | 
collection of Second Reading questions. | 
It touched questions of principle affecting 
not only Scotland as a whole, but numer- 
ous districts of the country—questions 
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of rating, of Highland areas, of policy in 
regard to secondary education, of exist- 
ing institutions, of denominational educa- 
tion, and of the whole subject of large and 
small areas in regard to general educa- 
tion. He contended that a Bill of that 
kind was no Bill to be sent to a 
Grand Committee, but should be kept in 


| the House where all the Scotch Members, 


with the assistance of EKuglish Members 
who were interested in the general ques- 
tion of education, might deal with it, 
He hoped that the Lord-Advocate would 
get authority from the Prime Minister 
to allay the misgiving that they almost 
all felt that it would be a mistake to 
send this Bill to a place where it could 
not be properly dealt with. 


He came to the point dealt with by the 


| two hon. Members who represented West 
| ; mae 
and South Edinburgh. 


He had the great- 
est possible respect for both of those hon. 
Members, but he found himself in intense 
dissent both from the substance and the 
manner of their action. The hon. Baronet 
the Member for South Edinburgh in h’s 


discussion of the county as the alterna- 


tive area and the rating question con- 


'cerned, seemed to have lost sight of the 


fact that in Scotland the improvement 
of the national system of education was 
a@ matter which had sunk deep into the 
mind of the people, and that the last 
thing required was that the education 
rate should be made by farmers and 
He had the greatest respect for 
the county councils and he should be glad 


| to see a simplification of the election and 


a unification of the education authority, 
and that they might be able to do in 
Scotland asin England. But in England, 
in the first place, there was no alternative 
if they wanted a large area ; and, in the 
second place, there had been a certain 


'development of interest on the part of 
‘some of the county councils—mainly 


shown in regard to technical education, 
which was not shown at present in such 
a marked degree in Scotland. He was 
not talking of Lanarkshire, where a re- 
markable interest was taken in technical 
education, but of some other counties 
which he knew. It must be taken into 
account, in discussing the educational 
standard for Scotland, that it would be a 
sheer misfortune if they turned over 
the handling of the subject of education 
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to the county councils as they were 
constituted at the present time. In 
Wales there was a much keener interest 
in educational work than in England— 
in education for itself, and not merely 
for denominational controversies. The 
result was that there had grown up a 
class of experts in each locality, providing 
a sufficient number of people from whom 
they could get a sufficiently strong 


education board to deal with large areas. | 


Therefore, he wanted to see in Scotland 
educational experts, honourably repre- 
senting educational opinion, who would 
handle the whole system of education. 


He would consequently deplore if the | 
suggestion of the hon. Member for South | 


Edinburgh were adopted. 


He came to the other alternative—the 
question of small areas. He could under- 
stand how people in Scotland would part 
with reluctance fromthe area of the parish, 


which had worked so well under the exist- | 
But they had reached | 


ing Education Act. 
a stage when education had assumed a 
larger scope than in past times. Many 
people forgot the changes that had taken 
place in regara to the scope of education, 
the larger duties that were imposed on 


the teachers, and the larger knowledge | 


expected from those who guided them. 
Therefore, larger areas were required 
than the parish. He knew parishes 
where they had a much higher standard 
of ideas in regard to education than in 
others, and where the parish school 
board was very efficient. But he also 
knew others where the present educa- 
tional system was being scandalously 
handled. What was wanted was some- 
thing short of the area of the 
county, and something greater than 
the parish, where there could be got 
a larger scope, a larger basis, and 
a larger mind. The Government had 
adopted a compromise which might 
not be an ideal one. They had divided 
the county into local government dis- 
tricts and given large powers of grouping 
and splitting up the counties for the 
purpose of making the necessary educa- 
tion districts. That might or might 
not be the only way of doing what he 
thought would allay the public apprehen- 
sion on one point. He meant how those 
who were elected were to get to the place 
where the new central body was to sit. 


Mr. Ha'dane. 
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He did not see why the travelling ex- 
penses of the persons to sit on those 
bodies—if the choice of the best men were 
to be encouraged—should not be paid. 
He was sure it could be done without any 
chance of jobbing. It was adifficulty which 
would have to be dealt with. 


The next feature of the Bill was the way 
| it sought to organise secondary education 
in Scotland. That was ina highly chaotic 
condition, and would have to be handled 
in a thorough-going fashion if a good 
secondary educational system was to be 
obtained. They must handle primary 
and secondary education as one system ; 
if they did not, both would suffer. The 
| separation had been very bad for the 
| teaching profession in Scotland. Under 
‘the old system the teaching profession 
achieved wonderful results, but when the 
teachers were confined to elementary 
education they often found themselves 
at the mercy of men, as managers, who 
were not so well educated as themselves, 
He knew that there were some who 
said that the teachers had taken too 
large a part in this discussion of policy, 
but he did not think so. He did not of 
course want to put the matter or the 
preponderating influence in regard to it 
into the hands of the teachers, but he 
thought they should have something to 
say inthe matter. It was to the teacher 
they had to look for the efficiency and 
education of the country, and there was 
| nothing more striking than the increasing 
| difficulty of getting good teachers for the 
| schools. The profession was not as popu- 
lar as it had formerly been, and he put 
that down to the fact that the status 
of the teachers had not been satisfactory. 
If this Bill promoted one thing more than 
| another it promoted an improved status 
| for the teachers and the breaking down 
of that hard-and fast line which had 
| shut off the elementary teacher from 
the rest of his profession, He trusted 
that one good result of this Bill might 
be that the difficulty in regard to the 
| supply of teachers, which had been getting 
more and more formidable from year 
to year, would show signs of diminution. 











Another point of an important kind in 
connection with this Bill was that with 


|regard to provincial councils. Strongly 
‘in favour as he was of these councils, 
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there was one thing in tbis Bill as com- 
pared with last year’s Bill in which 
this Bill had gone back. In one ot the 
clauses of last year’s Bill one of the pro- 
vincial councils was to meet at Inverness 
to deal with the Highland districts. 
This year the proposed council at Inver- 
ness had been struck out, and there was 
no representation, therefore. for the 
Highlands. He was satisfied that the 
organisation of education in the High- 
lands had features of its own which 
required to be dealt with in common, 
and could not be dealt with unless they 
had some kind of body representative of 


Highland educational opinion. Whether 
it would be the best course for the 


Government to add a fifth provincial 
council, not connected with the Universi- 
ties but sitting in Inverness, and looking 
after those things which peculiarly affected 
the Highlands and which had to be 


considered as a whole, he did not know, | 


but he did not think the Bill would be 
satisfactory unless some clause was put 
in for dealing with the case of the High- 
land counties. For the rest he could 
not dissociate in his mind the 
provincial centres from something which 


was only just mentioned but which had | 


been the subject of a Departmental 
Minute— he meant the training of 
teachers. He hoped that the Bill marked 
—and it depended upon the Department 
whether it did or did not mark—a new 
departure in the training of teachers 
in Scotland. 
stage when they could leave this to 
denominations. The time had come 
when the training of teachers should be 
a national business in form as it was in 
substance, rather than be left to the 
tender mercies of the Church, which, 
Heaven knew, had enough to do of its 
own without taking this question over. 
If a beginning was being made with the 
national training of teachers then he 
thought that for that alone the Bill 
would be worth passing. He was not 
sure that the Government would not 
have to stiffen up the powers of the pro- 
vincial councils if they were to be effective, 
and he should like to see a clearer defini- 
tion of the representation of the school 
boards on those councils. He was not 
at all sure that they ought not to be 
in a majority, and the Government 
Would find it desirable to have some- 
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| thing like a second storey to their build: 


four | 


They had outgrown the | 
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ing—a building in which they would have 

| the picked representatives of the school 
| boards meeting together and shaping 
|educational policy with expert advisers. 
|In the discretion of the Department, 
/some were to be picked representa- 
|tives of the school boards and some 
ot the Universities, and they were to meet 
|together and give advice which might 
‘or might not be followed. If, however, 
|the Government took the other way 
| they would get a more living force in 
‘the upper storey of their building and 
their building would possess an impor- 
|tance which it would not if they left 
'these provincial councils constituted as 
|they were. Nevertheless one was glad 
to see the provincial councils recognised, 
'and it was of great importance to the 
‘scheme that that element should be 
| recognised. 


Something had been said about 
denominational teaching in Scotland, 
but he was glad to say that very little 
had been said about it. They did not 
| want that system of teaching. He was 
far from saying that their system was 
perfect, and he agreed that the business 
of the State would never be satisfactorily 
'done, as far as the State was concerned, 
until they confined the intervention 
of the State to secular teaching, giving 
the opportunity to those outside— 
Churches and parents—to provide the 
rest, and encouraging it in every way ; 
letting national schools do something 
in the nature of teaching of that kind 
but not charging masses of electors, 
'who were perfectly unfit to deal with 
matters of this kind, with that duty. In 
Scotland they had not taken the latter 
course. There had grown up with them 
an interlacing of two tendencies. The 
first was to start with the recognition 
of the State in regard to the teaching 
and the second an equally resolute 
feeling on the part of the people that 
there should be no nonsense about the 
action of the State. The consequence 
was that they were wholly free from the 
kind of thing which gave such trouble 
in the South. On the whole he thought 
the Government had done rightly to 
leave the stutus quo alone and not to 
attempt to idealise it. In the main he 
was content with the Bill as it stood; 
it was the best way of getting out of a 
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difficult situation, and he thought right 
would be done. But, as he said before, 
the very enumeration of the topics to 
be dealt with, the very difficulties which 
had been emphasised, necessitated the 
taking of the Committee stage of the 
Bill in the House. They could not 
deal with matters of that kind in a 
Committee upstairs. If it were sent to 
a Committee upstairs all they would 
get would be a paltry and inadequate 
treatment of this Bill taken as a whole. 
Of all the Bills which he remembered in 
the House, he hardly remembered one 
which was less fitted to be sent to a 
Grand Committee, and he was sure that 
the Lord-Advocate would convey to the 
Prime Minister the obvious sense of the 
House that the Bill could only be 
adequately dealt with elsewhere than in 
a Grand Committee upstairs. 


Sir J. STIRLING - MAXWELL 
(Glasgow, College) said that while he 
agreed with the Bill as a whole there 
was one important point in it which 
seemed to him so faulty, and which so 
gravely attacked the interests of those 
he represented in that House, that he 
felt bound to call attention to it at the 
first possible moment. It was the plan 
for collarng part of the equivalent 
grant to which allusion had already been 
made. It was perfectly true that it 
would be inappropriate to remove this 
money from its present purposes if 
there was any meaning in the word 
“equivalent.” It must also be re- 
membered that this money had been 
devoted to its present purposes by a 
solemn Act of Parliament, and it seemed 
to him that, reading the Act of 1892 fairly, 
the rating authority and the ratepayers 
had every right to build upon this income 
as one upon which they could depend. 
For that reason he thought it would be a 
great mistake to modify it. Then there 
was the question of the incidence of taxa- 
tion in the cities of Scotland, which made 
it impossible to say that this was merely 
a question of robbing Peter to pay Paul, 
because the money would not be raised 
out of the same pockets. As those who 
would have to make up the deficiency if 
the money was taken were different in 
Glasgow, though it might not affect Edin- 
burgh so much, the withdrawal of the 
money from its present purpose would be 


Mr. Haldane. 
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a very Serious inconvenience, The amount 
which Glasgow would lose under the pro- 
posals of the Bill would amount to as 
much as £11,000. That was to say, that 
if this money was taken off the resources 
for police purposes last year the rate 
would have to be raised. He very much 
objected to the rating authorities in 
Glasgow being in a position to claim that 
they must raise their rate on account of 
their resources having been docked by 
the Government. If there was to be 
an increase of that rate, he would rather 
that the increase should be judged upon 
its own merits. On these grounds 
he hoped the Government would earnestly 
| reconsider this matter. With that excep- 
tion the Bill seemed to be a good one, 
and he hoped it would pass into law. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick Burghs) 
said he had listened to the debate with 
great interest. There were, however, one 
or two points of detail which he hoped he 
might be excused from referring. In 
the first place, he desired to say with 
regard to the matter which was so well 
raised by hs hon. friend the Member 
for Barnard Castle, that he was en- 
tirely in sympathy with the proposal 
made. He thought a reform in the 
direction which he indicated, and which 
had been advocated on both sides of 
the House so forcibly that evening, 
could be very fitly dovetailed into one of 
the sections of the present Bill. His 
right hon. friend opposite, the Member 
for the University of Cambridge, indicated 
two points in the Bill which, standing as 
they did, would leave the Bill in a 
grotesque situation. The Bill provided 
for powers being given to the board to 
attend to the physical training of the 
children and the same sub-section also 
provided for the medical inspection of 
thechildren, Supposing the latter power 
were exercised by the board and it was 
‘found upon examination that a not 
‘inconsiderable portion of the children 
| were medically unfit to attend school? 
| To subject those children to the ordinary 
| processes of physical training would be 
‘absurd. That was a matter which the 
board under the present Bill had xo 
power to deal with. That would be an 





Lord-Advocate that all that was required 


| absurd situation, and he put it to the 


‘could be accomplished by embodying 
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something in the direction of the recom- | present constituted. How were they to 
mendations of the English Committee on | improve them? He agreed with his 
this subject, That seemed a small matier, | right hon. friend behind him that they 
but he held that itwasa matter whichwent | must add to their number. There were 
to the foundations of a large portion of | two particular reasons why the High- 
the education of the country. He hoped | lands of Scotland should have a separate 
that whether in this House or in Com- | provincial council if such bodies shou!d 
mittee the Scottish Members would be brought into existence. Only a pre- 
stand together and insist that the vincial council sitting at Inverness would 
Government should make an addendum | be able to overhaul the variety of arrange- 
to the effect that the childien found | mentswhichat present existed in the High- 
unfit through malnutrition or insufficient | lands, and in the next place the Highlands 
feeding should be attended to in the | were the recipients under the Department 
interest of the State, and that the State of special sums, and these special sums 
should not attempt to give mental | required not a little anxiety and care in 
training to children unless there was the handling and in the investigations 
that physical substratum which would as to the needs of the districts and the 
render it effective. funds necessary to meet those needs. He 
Pe : thought that with regard to the exclu- 
‘i gi a eee = = ~~ bs sion of Inverness, which was included last 
othe yas a yas Ie e ate | re ave . } 
of this Billin the future? Were they | SO ee ree 
going to a Committee on Trade with) As to the main part of the Bill, he sup- 
it? That would be absurd; still, it | posed they were all grateful for it ina kind 
had been mentioned. Were they going | of way. They were grateful for it, but he 
with it to a Committee on Law? That | suspected their gratitude was not alone 
also would be absurd; «till again, it for benefits received by the Bill, but 
had been mentioned. In the measure | rather on account of the mischiefs which 
there were a good many Second Reading | the Bill had avoided. They had main- 
questions, and he might add that in tained the ad hoe principle in the Bill, 
addition to those questions there were and that was a tremendous gain. It was 
others affecting individual localities the gain of a thing which was contem- 
in Scotland, which had separate inter- | plated as out of the question by the 
ests and were separately represented Prime Minister in former years, and the 
in the House. Therefore, to exclude right hon. Gentleman had denounced the 
the representatives of those districts by | ad hoc principle in unmeasured terms and 
some arrangement from the Grand Com- | apparently in terms of universal applica- 
mittee in which they could not appear! tion. As to the Bill itself, for the pur- 
would simply be not to facilitate the | poses of a Second Reading he must con- 
passing of the measure but to provoke | fess to the House very plainly that he 
the House, on the consideration of the | had grave doubts on some points, En- 
Report, to inquire into the whole of the | largement of the area was no doubt a 
proceedings in Committee and prolong | very good thing for some purposes, but 
the oppostion to the measure. | for _ i For by nies educa- 
. : , | tion the enlargement of the area was a 
The third matter of — eyes | good thing, because it would encourage 
—_ Se as bs ” | combination, with the result that at the 
a ee tt jax non Wy eM | top of the superstructure of the parochial 
of these councils. 1+ seeme # ~ | arrangement there would be an arrange- 
that they were very shadowy, unsub-| ont for secondary education. 
stantial, not representative, and merely , 
advisory bodies. He supposed when| Further than that, he had the greatest 
they came into existence they would | doubt as to the extinction of the present 
have a philosophical air ; they would | school boards in Scotland. He thought 
give philosophical advice, and here and | the House failed to recognise what the 
there, when it pleased the Department, s hool boards of Scotlind had done in 
that philosophical advice would be | the history of the country. The school 
attended to. On the whole, he thought | boards had not only educated the people 
very little of them as they were at/ in regard to primary education very well, 
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but they had produced bodies which were 
familiar with the complexity of the 
Minutes issued by the Scottish Educa- 
tion Department which required an 
education in itself. They had had in 
Scotland for a generation the training of 
local authorities going on in this matter, 
and now at one stroke they were to lose 
95 per cent. of all that educational pro- 
duct, and county districts were to be 
created and turned into areas for educa- 
tional purposes. Where there was a 
geographical definition of an area he could 
understand the necessity of the proposal, 
but where there were enormous areas 
like the county of Sutherlandshire, and 
if the Secretary for Scotland on the top 
of that was going to have power to add 
that county to some other county, he 
could not see the necessity for it. On 
both sides of the House Scottish Membe:s 
were the last to deny the value of edu:a- 
tion, but its effectiveness consisted in the 
close intimacy which there was between 
the parent and those who represented 
the parent on the one hand, and those 
who controlled the education of the child 
on the other. In the districts which the 
Government were setting up there 
would be a_ great absence 
element which had been the secret of 
educational success. He knew the teach- 
ing profession did not very much care 
about these small boards, and he did not 
think much of them. He thought there 
should be the power to combine them 
where they were too small, and that the 
power to combine them should be a com- 


pulsory one at the instance of the| 


Education Department, but the theory 
of fixing anything hard and fast by way 
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He noticed, however, that counties and 
burghs in Scotland were beginning to 
take this matter in hand. He hail 
before him the report of a  con- 
ference of the school boards of Forfar- 
shire which was held the other 
day. It was a very important body 
and contained representatives of thirty 
school boards. He found that they had 
taken the view which he had ventured to 
express more than once in that House, 
and they even went the length of suggest- 
ing that the Bill should not be read a 
second time unless provision was made 
for its alteration to the effect that for the 
purpose of elementary education the 
existing school board districts should 
not be disturbed. They then said— 

“That there should be a board in each of 
these districts with powers equal—so far as 
elementary education is concerned—to those 
vested in the present school boards.” 

And that the district boards should be 
composed of representatives or delegates 
appointed by burgh and parish school 
boards. The idea of a compromise was 
mooted, it being felt that if the areas 
were made too large, the contact of the 
| parents would be so far removed that 
education in Scotland would be damaged 
and not improved. It was not in Forfar- 
shire alone that those views were spread- 
ing. The same ideas were taking root 
in the county of Perth. The observa- 
tions of Dr. Henderson, the chairman at 
a recent meeting of the school board of 
the parish of Crieff, were well worthy of 
attention. He stated— 

“A still more serious objection is that by 
the scheme proposed in the Bill the parents 
| of children attending the elementary schools 
| throughout a district will not be represented 











of a county area or district area in) on the board.” 


Scotland was out of the cu stion, because 
both the county and the districts were 
a‘eas formed totally irrespective of 
the modern requirements of education. 
What was wanted was selected centres, 
which would be centres of secondary 


ecucation«l life, and it might be that from | 
those centres linking up all the burghs | 


in the area, and having regard to railway | 
and steamer facilities, an effective unit | 
could be made in view of the require- | 
ments of education and transport. He 
had these doubts with regard to the dis- 
appearance of the old school boards, and | 
felt that he had preached in the wilder- 
ness upon this subject in former years. | 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


| That was emphatically the case, and 
— Members should take notice of 
the fact that the people would to a large 
lextent be education lly disfranchised 
unless care was taken that the areas were 
not made too large, and means provided 
by which it was made possible for men 
'of humble means to sit on those boards. 
Dr. Henderson further stated— 
“Each meeting (of such a board) will mean 
a whole day’s work. The time and travelling 
involved in attending such meetings can be 
afforded only by the leisured classes, and, of 
these, by only the least occupied.” 
That was the system it was proposed 
to substitute for the one now in ex:stence, 
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but he thought the present system was 


much the better one. If it meant educa- 
tional disfranchisement of a large body 
of the artisan population of Scotland, so 
far as their own children were concerned, 
the Government would not do much of a 
national service by the Bill. One other 
observation made at the Crieff meeting 
was well worth being remembered— 

“The whole drift of legislation embodied in 
ti: Bill is to take the elementary education 
out of the hands of the parents of the children 
aid lodze it in central boards, which can only 
be constituted of members of the leisured 
classes.” 

Tnat was his fear, and the two protec- 
tions against it were the constitution of 
the management committec and the pro- 
vision for the payment of the expenses of 
the attending member. He hoped that 
on that point there would be no wavering 
on either side, Steps must be taken to 
ensure that in the matter of the education 
of their own children the population had 
the right to send whom they would to 
those boards, the area of choice being 
sufliciently widened. for that purpose. 


The Bill proposed to saddle the Depart- 
ment with very heavy responsibilities. 
Seeing that the fiat of the Depart- 
ment could not be easily revised in 
the House, he hardly envied the 
Department and the Secretary for 
Scotland their task of giving form and 
effect to many of the provisions in the 
Bill. The Department was empowered 
either to combine or to split up counties 
or districts, and in so far as_ that 
bureaucratic power was not exercised 
in the direction of bringing the people 
of the locality in direct relation with 
the education of their limited area, to 
that extent the action of the Department 
would fail. He had no reason to doubt 
that the staff at Dover House would 
use their educational powers wisely and 
well, but it was right to call attention 
to the delegation by the House of such 
large and important powers to a Depart- 
ment of the State. He wished also to 
Tefer to the enormous power of the 
Department in regard to the distribution 
of grants. The Department was really 
ina position to dictate here, there, and 
almost everywhere, and was able to 
interfere in the question of school fees. 
He totally dissented from the provision 
in the Bill for splitting up areas by 
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assessing particular small parishes for Old 
and new capital expenditure, and thus 
differentiating these small parishes—some 
of which might have small valuations 
but large populations—and making their 
lot and burden heavier than that of the 
rest of the district with which they were 
educationally associated. It would be 
far better to adopt the scheme suggested 
by the hon. Member for Kincardineshire. 
In setting up a district composed of a 
combination of various parishes atten- 
tion should be given to the unit of 
the district, the whole district being 
made equally responsible for all the 
capital expenditure. Many places, such 
as Biggar and Dunfermline, had hitherto 
heavily assessed themselves by pro- 
viding schools which had been used far 
outside the particular parishes, and the 
Biggar School Board were of opinion 
that the better plan would be to pool all 
expenses for both provision and main- 
tenance of schools within the new area, 
and they added— 

“The inclusion of this clause will continue 
@ heavy and unfair burden of taxation on 
localities which have erected schools, providing 
higher education, not only for the pupils of 
their own district but for the pupils of 
other and outlying parishes. Existing school 
boards in county districts have found it 
necessary, and have been encouraged by county 
councils and secondary education committees, 
to erect such schools. With the exception 
in most eases of a little aid from county 
authorities, the burden has been borne entirely 
by the parish or burgh in which the school 
is situated. Now when the present Bill affords 
an opportunity of distributing this burden over 
the area which derives the benefit, Biggar 
Parish School Board finds, with regret, that 
the injustice will be continued and aggravated.” 


He was in favour of suggested Amend- 
ments in the direction of making the 
unit of the district such that in matters 
of finance there would be none of those 
calculations of the highest technical 
character, which were most confusing 
both to the authority and to the rate- 
payers, and would divide the financial 
interest of one portion of the parish 
from that of another, and keep up that 
division of responsibility which it ought 
to be the object of the Bill to cause to 
disappear. 


Viewing as he did with sincere re- 
gret the disappearance ,of so many 
of those highly useful organisations 


—the parish school boards of Scotland— 
28 2 
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he had thought it right to give his views 
in some detail. He detested the refer- 
ence in the Bill to fees. Years ago the 
Government proposed a fee grant to wipe 
out the obligation to pay fees in all 
primary schools in Scotland. But there 
had grown up a system of charging fees 
quite antagonistic to the principle upon 
which the fee grant was founded, and 
now this Bill contained an extraordinary 
provision under which not only would 
the exaction of fees be permitted by 
implication in certain parishes, but 
higher fees would be charged to a 
person in, say, Roxburgh who sent 
his children to a school at Galashiels 
or Selkirk, instead of to a school 
which, although in his own county, was 
further away in the matter of railway 
accommodation, such as Jedburgh, or the 
like. Schools such as those at Galashiels 
could not he localised as belonging to a 
county or district, and to enact that people 
who went to the most convenient centre 
should be penalised by an extra fee was 
to introduce a system altogether an- 
tagonistic to the whole principle upon 
which Scottish education was conducted. 
The Bill had gone on the old lines. He 
respected it because it adhered to the 
ad hoc principle; it left school boards of 
some kind, but he wished there had been a 
little more idea of advancement in it, and 
that it had declared solidly for the reform 
which was bound to come-—he hoped it 
would come in their time—when there 
would be no fees of any kind charged for 
secondary or technical education in Scot- 
land. He held that the system of 
attempting to balance the Imperial grants 
by charging parents fees for the educa- 
cation of their most promising children in 
the higher departments of education 
must come to an end. Until it did 
they would never be right in Scotland. 
They had free primzry and free Univer- 
sity education; why should this condi- 
tion apply to the middle stage? This 
mattcr would have to be dealt with 
strongly and firmly, and he was convinced 
that the whole feeling of Scotland would 
be in favour of reform. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) said there was nothing like 
attacking any institution to have all its 
merits brought out both by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite and hon. Members on the 


Mr, Thomas Shaw. 
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Ministerial side. He had a great deal oi 
sympathy w.th the old parish schoo! 
boards and he was sorry to hear that 
they had to go, but if they intended to 
consider education as a whole, the neces- 
sity of having larger areas and a more 
consolidated system entirely overwhelmed 
any regard which he felt for the institu- 
tons which were now going tv cease to 
exist. In regard to areas he sympathised 
a great deal with what his hon, friend 
who had just sat down had said about 
the necessity of not going upon any hard- 
and-fast line for all parts of Scotland 
There were very considerable powers in 
this Bill for varying the areas according 
to local requirements, and he thought 
those powers ought to be made as wide 
as possible. The reasons for making 
educational divisions were very different 
to the reasons for divisions for local 
government purposes, 


There was another point which his 
hon, friend thought was only a detail, 
but to him it seemed to be a very large 
point in this discussion—he alluded to 
the question of the undertaking by the 
education authorities of the feeding of 
children who were underfed. That was 
a subject upon which they all felt the 
greatest sympathy. He thought, how- 
ever, that there were much larger diffi- 
culties in the way than those which had 
been put forward. He knew that those 
difficulties were felt very strongly by the 
great educational authorities of Scotland. 
He had received a telegram from the 
chairman of the Edinburgh School Board 
objecting very strongly to this pro- 
posal. There were other great school 
boards which had by no means made 
up their minds that the feeding of 
the children was a duty that it would 
be to the advantage of the community for 
them to adopt. Why was this considered 
to be an educational duty? The 
children who were destitute, like anybody 
else who was destitute, had a right to 
be fed and kept alive. That was a right 
which existed in Scotland just as much 
as in any other part of the country, and 
that right did not depend upon educa- 
tion. He thought that it was much more 
essential for the health of the child in 
after life that it should be properly fed 
before it was five years old than in the 
years which followed during school time. 
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they were seeking to put upon educa- 
tional boties. Hon. Members opposite had 
pointed to clauses in the Bill dealing with 
medical supervision and with crippled 
and epileptic children, and they had asked 
why should they not also have the power 
to feed the children. This question, t> 
him, seemed to stand upon a very 
different footing. They did not adopt 
the democratic principle of spending an 
equal amount of money upon every child, 
but the principle they adopted was to 
spend upon the education and tiaining cf 
each child what its special and individual 
circumstances required. Where they hal 
children in need of special medical super- 
vision, where their eyes stood in need of 
special attention, and where the children 
required surgical appliances, then it wa; 
more and more the tendency of all 
advanced school boards to give special 
attention to thosechild’en. He thought, 
however, that they were going a very 
long step when they undertook no‘ 
merely to give this special care, but also to 
undertake the feeding of the averag> 
ordinary child who was in no different post- 
tion to hundreds and thousands of other 
children. 


The hon, Member for Leith mentioned 
a practical way of dealing with this 
question in the course of his speech, 
and he showed that, without the danger 
of putting this duty on the school board, 
an enormous deal could be done and was 
being done by a very small expenditure 
of money, accompanied by a good deal of 
voluntary effort and discretion. For 
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This was a very large responsibi'ity which | 


years he had been trying to preach that | 


the physical development of children was 
infinitely more important for their future 
well-being than the amount of knowledge 
they could put into their minds during 
the time they were at school. He 
welcomed the advance made in this Bill 
in regard to the powers that were to be 


given to school boards. He thought there | 


were various points upon which those 
powers could be still further developed. 
More powers were required in regard to 
dealing with cripples and defective 
children. The power of allowing medical 
inspection and giving glasses to the 
children with defective sight, where this 
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education authorities without the dangers 
which would be involved if school boards 
at their own expense, or at the expense of 
the poor rate, commenced to supply food 
to ordinary children every day of their 
lives. With all sympathy with the 
spirit in which this proposal had been 
made, he thought a great deal more 
consideration ought to be given to it 
before any wide proposals dealing with 
this subject could be pressed upon the 
country with any hope of that general 
acceptance which was necessary for its 
success. 


He was very glad to be able to 
testify to the amount of work which had 
been done in this direction in some great 
centres such as Glasgow and Govan. He 
would not put any details before the 
House, but the investigations which had 
been made strongly confirmed him as to 
the great importance of the efficient medi- 
cal superintendence of the children and 
the excellent results which had followed. 
The mere fact of pointing out to parents 
what their children needed was a great 
advantage. Hon. Members had asked 
what was the use of such a medical 
examination. He wished to point out 
that in a very large number of cases 
parents had never known of those defects 
until the child had been examined at 
school, and until it had been pointed out 
to them that their children required 
glasses or other assistance, and that in 
many cases had been sufficient to induce 
the parents to provide them. These 
examinations had been carried out in the 
schools in Glasgow and Govan, and the 
result was that in the eye infirmary there 
were hundreds of children coming in to 
have their eyes seen to and who were 
being supplied with glasses. 


Compared with the Bill of last year, a 
great advance had been made in this Bill 
in regard to the question of the training of 
teachers. Here he felt that they had one 
of the most central points of the whole 
problem of education. It was not the 
slightest use pouring out money and 
building gorgeous schools and keeping the 
children atthem many years if theydid not 
provide an alequate and eflicient staff of 
teachers. In the past they had been in 
the habit of leaving the question of the 


was necessary. was a power which, in| teachers to itself, but he thought the 
many cases, could be used by the’ present Bill went a long way to recognise 
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the duty of the State in regard to this 
question. The Circular which was issued 
some time ago established committees 
in different parts of Scotland, and this 
worked admirably with the scheme of 
provincial councils, and he hoped the 
result would be the establishment of a 
satisfactory system of training teache:s. 


Then there was the question of the boun- 
daries of some of the enumerated districts. 
He noticed that several of the largest 
school boards in Scotland were to 
be swallowed up under this Bill by 
other districts, and amongst them 
was the School Board of Leith. 
He thought Leith would have a great 
deal to say for itself upon this point. 
He would not press the case of Leith, 
because the place which more directly 
concerned him was the School Board of 
Govan, which it was proposed to make 
part of the district of Glasgow. The 
School Board of Govan was the largest 
in Scotland and embraced something over 
200,000 of population. The two school 
boards of Glasgow and Govan worked side 
by side without any clashing and without 
injury toeach other. The Schooi Board of 
Govan included Partick and Govan. 
The burghs of Govan and Partick 
desired to stand separately, and they 
desired to do this upon educational 
grounds and not upon financial grounds, 
The argument was used last year that 
Govan wished to shirk its fair share of 
the burden, but that was not the case. 
The school rate of Glasgow was almost 
identical with that of Govan, and the 
produce per child of a penny in the £ was a 
good deal lower in Govan than in Glasgow. 
Therefore, it was not a question of the 
richer wishing to stand out from the 
duties of a great city. It was a question 
of local feeling and local independence 
to a great extent. It was a question 
that ought to be argued on educational 
grounds, They must decide whether 
it was best for the children that 
Glasgow and Govan should be under the 
control of one large board, or whether, 
by having separate boards, counter- 
balancing advantages could be obtained 


through the members having greater 


personal knowledge of the schools which 
would be for the benefit of the population 
concerned, 


Mr. Parker Smith, 
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The hon. and learned Member for the 
Border Burghs had raised the question of 
rating power aud the allocation of the debt. 
Very elaborate provisions were made in 
the 23rd Clause both in regard to the exist- 
ing debt and the debt which would in 
future be incurred, so that the parishes 
which were concerned might get their fair 
share and not have toomuch. Those pre- 
cautions might be necessary in county 
districts. They probably were necessary 
where town and county districts were both 
concerned, but there was one point to 
which consideration had hardly been 
given in the framing of the Bill and to 
which he asked the attention of the Lord- 
Advocate. The Bill had not sufficiently 
considered the circumstances of cities as 
d‘stinguished from country districts. In 
regard to the question of the allocatioa 
of the debt the scheme of the Bill might 
be the fairest possible in the country 
districts which were composed of small 
towns and rural neighbourhoods. But 
did it apply in a great c ty? Take the 
case of Glasgow. It wou'd be out of the 
question that there should be a dozen 
different rates in different parts of the 
city for education. In regard to every 
other question the city was a whole, 
and they did not consider whether 
the expenditure was more for the 
benefit of one portion of the 
city than another. They took the ex- 
penditure of the city as a whole. He 
would like to put it to the Lord-Ad- 
vocate that in the framing of the clause 
sufficient consideration had not been 
given to the case of the cities, It ought 
to be limited to applying to the un- 
enumerated districts, and the whole 
rate in the enumerated districts should 
be a single rate without any of the 
divisions which were stated in the Bill, 

Another special point had been 
raised by several hon. Members, and 
that was in regard to the education 
fund, That fund he regarded as still 
something too large. Last year’s Bill 
began by laying hold of all the funds 
and putting them in one big pool. 
After discussion last year, the Secre- 
tary for Scotland gave up £100,000 
out of the equivalent grant. What 
remained now in the fund was the 
| residue grant, and the balance of the 


| equivalent grant, £69,000 of the one and 
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£63,000 of the other. In regard to. 
the balance of the equivalent grant 
te thought the local authorities had the 
very strongest claims upon it. He hoped 
the Lord-Advocate would consider the. 
matter, and that he might be willing to 
a low those claims, and to let the whole 
of the equivalent grant remain where it 
was, It was on an entirely different 
footing from the residue grant. The 
greater part of the residue grant already 
went to education, and he knew it would 
be accepted by many of the most import- 
ant rating authorities that the residue 
grant ought to go altogether into the 
education fund, provided it was under- 
stood that the equivalent grant should 
be left standing as at present and the 
other sums also. A claim had been made 
that the £69,000 should also be taken 
from the fund. He could not see that 
there was any strength in that claim. 
The £69,000 was in the first place ob- 
tained for education, and he thought no 
proposal should be made to take it away 
from that purpose. Upon this point 
corporations did feel yery strongly, and, 
it appeared to him, reasonably, He 
trusted the Government might be able to 
meet them in that matter. The Govern- 
ment were to be highly congratulated 
on the reception which had _ been, 
given to this Bill. Last year’s Bill, 
got a very favourable reception, but) 
nearly every speaker had _ pointed 
out directions in which the present 
measure was a considerable improvement 
on it. He hoped that in the discussion 
on the Bill they m'ght not discover serious 
points of divergence. 


Questions had been raised as to the body 
to which the Bill should go for discussion. 
He wished to see it sent toa Grand Com- 
mittee. It seemed to him that it 
mattered extremely little which of the 
two Grand Committees it was sent to, for 
there were on both a fair representation 
of the Scotch Members. By the rules of 
the House, as hon. Members knew, it was 
competent in connection with any special 
Bill to add fifteen Members to a Grand 
Committee. Naturally in this case Scotch 
Members would be added, and it was per- 
fectly possible by arrangement with a> 


friend for anyone else to get himself put | 
| commissioned on their own terms to give 


for the time on the Grand Committee in 


order that he might be present at the | 
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discussion of the Bill. He should have 
thought that hon. Members opposite 
would have felt more strongly than they 
seemed to do that there was a great 
advantage in having questions decided by 
those who had heard the discussion, 
instead of having Gentlemen coming 
in to vote as directed when the 
bell rang, although they had, not heard 
the discussion. Of course the advan- 
tage of a Grand Committee in shortening 
procedure depended upon its decisions 
being fairly accepted by the House. It 
was perfectly uszless to send a Bill 
upstairs if none of the decisions were to 
be accepted when it came down. Every 
hon. Member who had spoken had 
expressed a desire that the Bill should 
be passed into law. He should hope 
that if the Bill were sent to a Grand 
Committee the effect would be to win- 
now out a great number of the questions, 
leaving comparatively few to be settled 
when it came before the House on the 
Report stage. He entirely sympathised 


with the hope expressed by several 
hon. Members that the Bill, now 
that it had been brought forward 


for the second time, would be passed 
that session, and that great advantage 
might result to Scotch education. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA said he ought 
to apologise for intervening in the 
might be 
allowed to regard himself as a Scotch 
Member ad hoc. He had been five years 
in the House, and, therefore, his capacity 
for amazement was long since exhausted. 
He must say that it was the Bill of last 
year, when he read it with care, which 
put the finishing touch to that exhaus- 
tion, because he considered it absolutely 
inconceivable that the persgns who 
drafted and prepared that Bill were the 
same persons who dralted and prepared 


the English and Welsh Education Bill 


of 1902. The two things were in every 
respect and in all vital particulars the 
converse the one of the other. What did 
the present Bill do? This admirable 
Bill, for so he called it, set up ninety- 
four great school boards over all Scot- 
land to administer in suitable areas 
public education of all grades, and 
schools. 


rate-aid to denominational 
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Those were three first-class principles, 
Night after night when the Education 
Bill of 1902 was before the Hous? he and 
his friends begged and impl-red the 
Government to put precisely the same 
principles into it, and when they were 
answered at all, which was not very 
often, they were rebuffed in the most 
uncompromising way. They asked 
for directly-elected ad hoc education 
authorities. They were — scornfully 
refused. He was astonished — that 
the Government had committed itself 
to the principle of an ad hoc authority 
for education in this Bill. He could not 
understand why it was that the Govern- 
ment had brought its:If to agree that an 
ad hoc authority was the right one. The 
Government two years ago was hope- 
lessly and entirely opposed to the ad hoc 
principle not only for England and 
Wales, but for all time and all places, 
He thought then, and he still thought, 
that the ad hoc principle was the right 
one, and here it was the central feature 
of this Bill. When it was put to the 
Prime Minister he replied— 

“T am clearly of opinion that it is a most 
retrograde policy to go in for this principle of 
ad hoe election to deal with particular subjects 
authoritatively, and with power to draw on the 
rates.” 

He asked his Scotch friends to contem- 

plate that they were now being committed 
to a most retrograde policy in the setting 
up of the loca] education authorities. 
The late President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, now the Irish Secretary, 
was equally precise. He said that, 
whether for good or evil, the Government 
had decided that it could no longer 
support the ad hoc principle, and here 
they were supporting it that day. The 
hon. Member confessed that got beyond 
him, and he gave it up. The Irish 
Secretary had said that the arguments 
against-— 
“that principle do not rest only on the view 
that it is undesirable to add to the number of 
your elections, and add to the obligations of 
those who have to elect, but they rest on the 
more solid grounds that education is, and 
ought to form, one of the most important 
features of local government, and ought to 
form part of the duty of those who are en- 
trusted with the general administration of the 
local affairs of their own area.” 


The Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Education was equally decided 
Dr. Macnamara. 
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election. He said— 

“I think that direct election does lead to 
some unfortunate characteristics in an educa- 
tional body,” 

He commended this to the Scotch 
Members— 

“‘The first of these is that if such a body is 
worth anything it is bound to be an extrava- 
gant body.” 

The hon. Gentleman’s predecessor at 
the Board of Education was also specifi- 
cally against d rect election. He said— 

‘The Government think that the ad hoc 
authority is an anachronism; they think that 
to propose to advert to an ad hoc authority is 
reactionary.” 

Here they were committing Scotland 
to areactionary scheme! Then his right 
hon. friend, who was then speaking in 
behalf of the Government went on— 

“‘The only way you can have effective local 
self-government in this or any other country ” 


—even if Wales or Scotland wanted some- 
thing different— 

‘is for the local electors to choose somebody 
who shall have control of the whole finance 
and be responsible for all the expenditure of 
the ratepayers’ money. If you have several 
bodies independent. of each other exercising 
independent rating powers, how is it conceiv- 
able or possible that there can be efficient 
control of local finance, and therefore how can 
there be proper efficient local self-govern- 
ment ?”” 


Now, he asked how those statements 
could be made compatible with this 
3111? Here was a Bill which was to 
commit Scotland to what was an ana- 
chronism, a retrograde pol cy, and which 
was bound to be extravagant; and he 
asked himself: ‘*‘ Why did the Government 
in 1902-3 so ruthlessly destroy what 
they now set up as the ideal of local 
self-government ?” He thought the ex- 
planation was perfectly simple. The 
Government thought that they could 
with impunity destroy the English and 
Welsh school boards. As regarded 
Wales they reckoned without their host, 
but they were right in counting upon the 
happy-go-lucky, indiiferent temper of 
the English people. If they did not 
dare to touch the school boards of 
Scotland it was not because they loved 
them, but because they feared the zeal 
and activity which they knew the Scottish 
people would show on their behalf. He 
had something of contempt for some 
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Scotch Members who cheerfully de- 
stroyed the English school boards, and 
now took care that the Scotch bodies 
should not be touched. 


The next striking contrast between 
the policy of to-day and_ that 
of two years ago was the power given 
in this Bill—he made no complaint what- 
ever—to the school board over the 
denominational schools — 

“It shall be lawful for a school board, if 
they think fit . . . to incur expenditure, and to 
defray the same out of the school fund . .. in 
granting pecuniary or other aid upon such 
condition as they may from time to time pre- 
scribe to schools and institutions not under their 
charge, where such schools or institutions are 
recognised by the Department as supplying 
efficient education.” 
ie., to denominational schools. They 
should do that if they thought fit; but 
the English education authorities were 
compelled, without any qualification 
except the discretion of the Board of 
Education, to give such assistance, He 
wished the right hon. Member for Wes: 
Birmingham were there ; he would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to go in for his 
poicy of equal rights to all white men in 
this matter, 


Tue third acute difference was in 
the treatment of the religious ques- 
tion, Which, however, he did not in- 
tend to raise. This Bill gave to this 
democratic authority, wholly elected— 
no co-opted members—elected ad hoc— 
power t> frame the religious instruction 
with the prescriptions already inexis e ace, 
The longer he contemplated the question 
the more he believed that the settlement 
proposed in this Bill was the only settle- 
ment, viz., to set up a democratic local 
authority—not half co-opted—and say 
to it “fight it out for yourselves and 
settle the form of religious instruction to 
be given in your locality.’ The Scotch 
were too shrewd to let that difficulty 
stand in the way of education. He 
confessed he should like to see it tried 
as an experiment in Wales to begin with, 
aud then applied to England. This 
Bill happily provided the key to the 
problem of the religious difficulty in 
education. 


Finally, he wished to call attention to 
Clause 26. He thought that clause was 


by far the most idealistic epitome of 
the whole duty of the State towards the 


{8 May 1905} 


(Scotland) Bill. 1202 


‘ working-class children that had ever come 


under his notice, What was the school 
board empowered to do? First of all 
the school beard might provide any form 
of education or instruction out of the 
money at their disposal; provide for 
physical training and for medical inspee- 
tion. He hoped before the Bill passed 
into law that it would meet the case of 
hungry children by making suitable pro- 
vision for feeding them. They might 
provide the children with school books, 
writing materials, stationery, and other 
articles of a similar nature ; they were to 
pay sa'aries to visiting teachers, or 
superintendents and organisers; they 
could grant pecuniary aid to schools not 
under their charge; they could establish 
bursaries with their money to send pupils 
of parts to schools of higher instruction 
and also to the Universities. For him to 
contemplate a school board in England 
being permitted to send children to the 
University would induce him, if he were 
musically dispcsed, to start anune dimiltis. 
Then they were to make a special provi- 
sion for the education, and. where required, 
for the conveyance to and from schcol, of 
epileptic or crippled chiliren ; to provide 
opportunities for education in outlying 
parts by means of conveyance, or paying 
travelling expenses for teachers and 
pupils, or defraying the cost of lodging 
pupils in convenient proximity to the 
schcol. And in addition to the Govern- 
ment s’heme cf superannuation they 
could cut of the local fund grant addi- 
tional retiring allowances to teachers. 
He congratulated the Government on 
having drafted this Bi'l. He understood 
that it was drafted at the same time 
as the Bill of 1992; and he could not 


understand the difference between the 
two, 
There were two blots on the Bill, 


however. If a school board did not come 
to an agreement with the denominational 
manager regardin: rate-aid, the latter 
could go to Dover House and ob- 
ta'n an additional subvention from the 


Scottish Fund over the head of the 
board. That might lead to financ- 


ing wholly defective institutions. He 
thought such money should be paid 
through the school board, and that the 
board should have some power of intei- 
ference in respect of the fabric of the 
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school particularly, for all additional 
moneys, whether Lived from local rates 
or the Scottish Fund. He also con- 
sidered that the Bill gave too much 
power to the Scottish Education Depart- 
ment. He would like to see the powers 
of the Scottish Education Department 
materially circumscribed—the powers 
were here very greatly increased from 
what they were at the present time— 
even under such a very commanding 
man as Sir Henry Craik. On the whole, 
however, he regarded the Bill as an 
admirable one, and he wished it could be 
extended to England and Wales. When 
passed it would be a beacon light to 
the storm-tossed English educationalist. 
Kternal vigilance was the price of liberty ; 
and the Scotch peopie had retained their 
school boards by their zeal and constant 
watching and had thus saved themselves 
and their country from a scheme of edu- 
cational reaction. 


*Sirn WALTER THORBURN (Peebles 
and Selkirk) hoped now that the Bill had 
been launched it would be carried through 
with the greatest possible speed. The 
Bill was better than that of last year, 
because it did not contain the pooling 
arrangement. Reference had been made 
to Biggar. He was not surprised Biggar 
was in favour of the pooling arrangement 
because it had a very considerable debt 
which he would no doubt like to have 
shared by others. He knew a parish near 
Biggar which had little or no debt, and 
if pooling had been adopted that parish 
would have had to bear a portion of 
Biggar’s debt. The same thing occurred 
in the county of Selkirk. The pooling 
arrangement would have been most unjust, 
because while the population of the two 
older burghs was 19,000, the population 
of the county was only 3,300. The debt 
in the burghs was very considerable, while 
in the county it was infinitesimal. The 
hon. Member for Barnard Castle dealt 
with a question of very great importance 
—the physical training and the feeding of 
children. He was quite in favour of some 
arrangement for the feeding of children 
who were not properly provided for 
otherwise, but what was done in that 
respect would have to be done cautiously 
so as not.to pauperise the people. In his 
opinion some little charge should be 
made if food was supplied. In his own 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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constituency he knew of a schoolmaster 
who gave children from a distance a cup 
of cocoa and a roll for a penny although 
it was bound to cost more. Well that 
kind of thing should be done by the board 
and not by individual teachers. 


He was strongly in favour of the Com- 
mittee stage of the Bill being taken in the 
House, as he believed it would shorten 
the proceedings and ensure the progress 
ofthe bill. He felt a considerable amount 
of sympa‘hy with the hon. and learned 
Gentleman (Mr. Shaw) in his reference to 
the abolition of the parish school board 
and he felt certain a number of his consti- 
tuents would share those views, as school 
boards with extended areas would not be 
so economical as those of more restricted 
area, but he feared they could not hope to 
retain the parish school board. Referring 
to the case of Selkirkshire, he had already 
mentioned that Galashiels and Selkirk had 
a population of over 19,000, while the 
landward part of the county had only 
3,300. Rates in the burghs were very 
much higher than in the county, so that 
the effect of this Bill would be to con- 
siderably increase the rural rate. ‘The 
rua! part of the county consisted of two 
long valleys, the Yarrow and the Ettrick 
partly pastoral and partly agricultural. 
The distances children in those parts 
would have to come to get the advantage 
of secondary schools was prohibitory. 
A like difficulty occurred in Suther- 
landshire, where perhaps it was even 
more pronounced than in Selkirk. In 
Selkirk some of the children desiiing the 
advantage of secondary education would 
have to come distances of from ten to 
twenty miles, so that while they could 
get no benefit from secondary education, 
their parents, as units in the county 
educational area, would have to contri- 
bute to the rate. 


In connection with the proposal as to 
the equivalent grant he referred to the 
case of Innerleithen, which had adopted 
the Free Libraries Act, and with the 
consent of Lord Balfour of Burleigh, 
then Secretary for Scotland, the corpora- 
tionarranging that the money coming from 
the equivalent grant should go towards 
assisting the maintenance of this free 
library. If this money was taken away 
he did not know what would become of 
the free library. The whole would cease 
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to exist, unless there was an Act passed 
to enable the corporation to assess more 
on the rates. In the town of Peebles a 
very large amount of improvement had 
been done by means of the grant, and cer- 
tainly no more useful way could have been 
found for expending this money. But if 


they had borrowed money on the security | 
of obtaining the equivalent grant, its’ 


being taken away would cause great in- 
convenience and would inevitably lead to 
a large increase on the rates. There- 
fore, he hoped the Government would 
change their view with regard to the 


equivalent grant, the withdrawal of | 
which would create a grave injustice to | 


the towns in the constituency he repre- 
sented. He would like to see the powers 
of the education authority increased and 
a clause introduced into the Bill author- 
ising them to supplement the teachers’ 
pensions from the rates in the case of 
teachers who were compulsorily retired 
at the age of sixty-five. The pension 
now given was £40 or thereby, which was 
very small, particularly if a man had a 
family to keep, and there was at the 
present time no power to increase it. 
He hoped, however, that these matters 
7 be dealt with in Committee on the 
Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) commented 
on the difference between an English and 
Scottish education debate in the House. 
The reason was obvious. In the case 
of England they were discussing funda- 
mental principles with great heat and 
passion, and in the case of Scotland the 
principles had been long ago settled, 
and they were discussing details with so 
much patience that the debates at times 
seemed almost in danger of becoming 
dull. The real reason why their discus- 
sions on Scottish Education Bills were so 
pacific was that education in Scotland 
was not under the control either of any 
clerical party or of any ecclesiastically- 
minded laymen, They had had their 
religious differences, and even religious 
wars, in Scotland centuries ago, but now 


they were practically agreed that religious | 
questions in regard to education ought to | 


be determined, not by any section, but 
by the will of the people. 


The present Bil] did not attempt any- 
thing revolutionary; it proposed toabolish 
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the cumulative vote for school boards and 
| to organise secondary education, bringing 
the funds voted therefore by Parliament 
| under a simpler mode of administration. 
He congratulated the Lord-Advocate on 
a number of useful minor provisions 
which the Bill contained. There were 
some matters of controversy, though not 
of first-rate importance. There was 
nothing in the Bill with regard to the 
| feeding of school children, yet it was clear 
| that the Government would have to deal 
| with this subject, the importance of 
| which they had already admitted in the 
| case of England. Something would have to 
| be done, either in this Bill or insome other 
| way. ‘The question of the area was perhaps 
ar most important. There were three 








| 
| 


areas which might be selected for educa- 
tional administration in Scotland, viz., the 
| parish, which had been the area ever since 
the Reformation; the county, which had 
certain indirect advantages, and which 
had been selected as the area in England ; 
and the district, which had been chosen 
|in the Bill. In Scotland there was a 


| good deal to be said both for the parish 
/and the county as education areas. The 
| parish was clearly the natural area for 
| elementary education, for it was pessible 
for every one who lived in a parishto give 
vigilant personal attention to the affairs 
of the parish school, and the parents who 
resided there were for the most part in- 
terested inelementary education. On the 
other hand, the county was the proper 
area for secondary education, for no 
smaller area could deal efficiently with 
the various grades of secondary education 
required, Moreover, both parish and 
county were divisions which had historical 
associations. The district, however, was 
a purely artificial area having none of the 
historical associations of either the parish 
orthe county. The Government in their 
hesitation as to which of these areas they 
should select had made a most unsatis- 
| factory compromise between the two, for 
the district area was too small for 
secondary and too large for elementary 
education. He agreed as to the need 
for @ better system of secondary educa- 
' tion in Scotland, but he thought it would 
have been possible to secure that without 
sacrificing what had been the characteristic 
merit of Scottish elementary education, 
viz., the direct oversight of and the 
immediate touch with the people. At 
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present the parent, the working man, the 
small farmer, and even the labourer, could 
sit on the school board, but’ if elementary 
education were taken from the parish and 
given to the district all those sections of 
the population would be cut off from all 
possibility of serving on the board. 
Simply to pay the travelling expenses 
would not meet the case, because, if the 
district was a large one, it would mean 
the loss of a day’s work to get to and 
from the place of meeting. He had 
received a letter from a gentleman of large | 
educational experience, whose authority, | 
if he could mention his name, would be 
unquestioned, and the writer said — 


Education 





**Long experience as a member of the | 
secondary education committee of my county 
has convinced me of the impossibility of any 
board over a large area having any real control 
at all. The member for each parish will be the 
only source of information the board has, and 
the only person with authority in the educa- 
tional matters of the parish.” 


So that the parish would not be the 
authority for its own elementary educa- | 
tion, but only the one member which it 
sent to the district board. The writer | 
went on to say—- 





“T vreatly fear that the whole control being | 
lodged in boards with large areas will mean | 
that the control passes into the hands of | 
otiicials, and that official control will stand in 
the place of the control of the parents of the 
children.” 

He was afraid that that was what 
would happen. In England some of the 
large counties had found themselves un- 
able properly to control elementary 
education, and had been forced to create 
district committees, which were better 
able todo the work because they came 
into closer touch with the schcols, and 
had upon them a larger number of mem- 
bers acquainted with the actual condition 
of affairs. He believed that what was 
really wanted in England was the creation 
cf bodies larger than the small parishes, 
and in Scotland the retention of ele- 
mentary education in the hands of the 
parish with power to unite small parishes. 
The parishes in Scot!and were much 
larger than in England, and more nearly 
corresponded to a combination of three, 
four, or five English parishes. He held, 
therefore, that all the Government needed 
to do for elementary education in Scot- 
land was to give a liberal power of 
uniting smal] parishes, the parish being 
the rormal unit for elementary education. | 


Mr. Bryce. 
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He thought the county would be a 
better area for secondary education. He 
favoured a county committee either 
directly-elected by the school boards or 
by a separate election. To have a body 
consisting of Yepresentatives of the 
school boards would probably be the 
simpler way, or they might have a body 
elected ad hoc for the whole county. He 
thought the former method would be the 
simplest and it would enable the school 
boards to work better together. Since 
the Bill of last vear was before the House 
he thought there had been a considerable 
change in Scotch opinion and it had been 
in the direction of a desire to retain the 
parish as the area. 


He wished to say a _ few words 
upon the question of grants. Two 
hon. Members for Edinburgh — had 
already brought before the notice of the 
House the dissatisfaction which existed in 
the large burghs with the proposals which 


| the Government had made to lay hands 


upon the residue grant and the equivalent 
grant. As regarded the latter grant the 
case was stronger than for the residue 
grant because the equivalent grant was 
expressly given to relieve the rates of the 
occupiers, and by taking it away a very 
severe burden would be imposed upon the 
occupiers who alone bore the rates which 
were relieved by the equivalent grant. In 
regard to the other grant the rates relieved 
were borne by owners and occupiers. 
It was necessary to warn the Government 
that, in the great burghs particularly, 
there was a good deal of feeling on the 
subject, and that they would find much 
resistance to the proposals they were 
making. The Bill proposed to give very 
large powers to the Scottish Education 
Department, and the burghs felt that 
there was no security in its provisions 
that the Department would have the 
regard it ought to have to the claims of 
the burghs to receive in grants for their 
schools the money which they as tax- 
payers contributed. The Department 
were also to receive somewhat dangerous 
powers to make grants to sectarian 
schools of the secondary order. Hitherto 
the Scotch sectarian schools which had 
received these grants had been elementary 
schools, and he thought the Government 
must be prepared for strenuous opposi- 
tion to the present proposal, which was 
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altogether a new departure, and one | questioas. It touched local interests in 
which public opinion in Scotland did not | almost every clause, and, therefore, it was 
approve. | a Bill on which every Scotch Member was 

With regard to the provincial councils, entitled to have his say in Committee. 
he did not quarrel with the Government | The quest‘on of areas was the most im- 
for giving them limited powers at first. Portant in the Bill. It aifected different 
He thought it was not too late to suggest counties and burghs very differently. 
that the simpler form would be to have | Sutherlandshire under the Bill was one 
one council, which would attract a greater ‘istrict, and would have one school 
number ,of first-class men and focus board, and clearly, therefore, the 
Scottish educational opinion much more | Member for that county must be on 
effectively, and to allow that council to | @2y body that discussed the Bill. The 
divide itself into committees for the | Members for all the Highland counties 
different areas. He associated himself must be on the Committee, because the 
with what had been said as to the neces- | measure touched the interests of the 
sity of having a separate council for the | Highland districts. The Members for 
Highlands, though he thought the whole |every county where districts were 
subject of provincial councils required proposed to be united ought to be on 
much further consideration than the Bill | the Committee. The Members for burghs 
seeme1 to give it. He did not regard | Should be on the Committze, because 
St. Andrews, froin its local position, the | they were entitled to say how the 
proper cenire from which to administer | Proposal to bring burghs into counties 
education in the Highlands. He thought would affect the burghs. Clauses 41, 42, 
the whole quest.on of the provincial and 45, dealing with educational endow- 
councils required more consideration ™eNts, Were Very Important. Educational 
than the Bill gave it, and he commended @dowments in no two burghs were 
the matter to the consideration of the @Xactly the same, and every burgh was 
House and the Government. entitled te have its say. There never 
was a greater case for allowing every 
| Member of the House to have his voice 
in saying how the Bill would affect his 
particular constituency, and tha® cou!d 
only be done, either by having the Bill 
referred to Committee of the Whole 
House, or to a Grand Committee 
on which every Scotch Member would 
ihave a place. The hon. Member 
for Peebles and Selkirk gave an interes ing 
geographical sketch of these counties, and 
showed how the Bill would affect them. 
Clearly the hon. Member must be a mem- 


He desired to call attention to a 
matter which seemed to him to be of 
considerable importance. It was either 
the School Beard or the Town Council | 
of Edinburgh which had made the 
suggestion that Parliament should take 
this opportunity of consolidating al 
the Education Acts of Scotland. They 
were numerous and complicated, and it 
would be a very great convenience for 
those who had to administer education if 
this opportunity were taken to pass a 
consolidating Bill, which could be n- | 3. ok the Panmciiee wih. bad. Ge 
corporated with | the present Bill, if| discuss the Bill. He was sorry the Prim; 
passed. He credited the Lord-Advocate | Minister was not there, because this was 
with a serious inten‘ion to pass the Bill, |. matter in which his voice would be 
although the seriousness of the Govern- | ye ta He put it to the 5 ond. Adimaahe 
ment was doubted. | that it would only be fair to Scotland 

As to the future stages of the Bill, | that every Member should have an op- 
hon. Members who had spoken had, with | portunity of expressing his opi lion. 
the exception of the hon, Member for the | That would be the best way to facilitate 
Part.ck Division, expressed the opinion | the progress of the Bill. If every 
that ic should be discussed in Committee | Member was not given the opportunity 
of the Who'e House. Tae reason why | of expressing his opinion in Committee 
this Bill should be dealt with in the Whole | he would have to express it on Report, 
House would be obvious to every Scotch | and no time would be saved. He saw no 
Member. It was not only a Bill which | reason to expect that there would be any 
involved a great many Second Reading  pro:racted discussion in Committee of the 
questions, but also a great many local) Whole House. A measure which must 
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affect materially the future of one of the 
greatest interests of Scotland deserved to 
have the knowledge and judgment which 
every Scotch Member could bring to its 
consideration. He trusted the Lord-Ad- 
vocate would give an assurance on behalf 
of the Government that they would agree 
to the general wish of the House that 
the Bill should be discussed in Committee 
of the Whole House. 


Tue Earp or DALKEITH (Roxburgh) 
sa'd he wished to join other Mem- 
bers on his side of the House in 
pTessing the Government to consider the 
desirability of referring the Bill to. 
Committee of the Whole House. It | 
was not only reasonable that this 
should be done, but he thought they 
might claim to have full and adequate | 
time for the discussion of the Bill. | 
They had not had too much time given 
to Scottish affairs. The right hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down had | 
alluded to the provincial councils. Prob- | 
ably that was the only part of the Bill 
which would be withdrawn at a later stage 
to please the opposition toit, There wasa | 
point on which almost every Member had | 
touched, and on which the Government 
did not seem inclined to give way. He 
meant the question of the equivalent | 
grant. He must say, for himself, that | 
he considered it would be a gross injustice | 
ifthe equivalent grant were withdrawn. 
The Government had been kind enough 
to give Scotland £100,000 ; but probably | 
they anticipated that that balance would | 
grow larger as the years went on; and | 
he thought it would be a pity to stereo- 
type this £100,000. There was every 
reason to expect that the whole of this | 
sum might still be devoted to the purpose | 
to which it had mainly been applied in | 
the past; and if they required a larger 
sum for their education fund they would 
claim rather more justice for Scotland 
from the Treasury. On many occasions, 
as for instance, in the case of the Agricul- 
tural Rating Act, they knew that 
Scotland had not been fairly dealt with | 
by the Treasury; and now there was an 
opportunity when the Treasury could do 
their country justice. 

The other chief point of interest | 
and importance — perhaps the most. 


Mr. Bryce. 
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important of the whole lot—was the 
question of areas. He agreed with 
several speakers that the district was not 
at all a desirable area. It would be very 
inconvenient; he felt confident that it 
would not be popular; and he coasidered 
it would be most inefficient. In the past 
the parish area, on the whole, answered 
well, especially in large parishes ; and, 
therefore, he believed that for elementary 
education the parish should be.the area. 
He trusted the Government would yet 
see their way to alter their mind, and to 
alopt the parish as the unit for elemen- 
tary education; and the country, or some 
larger area, as the authority for secondary 
education, Another point which would 
be greatly in favour in most places in 


‘the country would be that the cost of 


education should be borne by the districts 
which at present provided for it. There 
was a general feeling that it would be 
most unjust that some districts should ne 
made to pay a very large rate, compared 
with what they did now, for elementary 
education to be given in other d stricts, 


| As regarded technical education they were 


quite prepared to bear their share; but 
it would press most hardly on some of 
the thinly-populated agricultural dis- 
tricts; and if the Government passed an 
Act to give assistance to those who paid 
agricultural : ates, it seemed rather absurd 
that, on this particular occasion, they 


should try and thrust a greater purden 


upon them. He knew tha‘ the people 
in those districts would look upon tha‘ 
as an injustice and that it would prevent 
them taking the same interest in educa- 
tion in the future as in the past. One of 
the great advantages they had in Sco.- 
‘and over England wa; the local interes‘ 
the people took in education, and espec:- 
ally in elementary education. That had 


_been very largely stimulated by the 
‘small school boards, the members of 


which were thoroughly well known to 
the parents of the children. If that was 


done away with, some of the interest 


would vanish and that would be most 
disastrous to the general education of the 
country. He was aware that some people 
believed that the more money was spent 
on education, the better that education 
would be. He did not altogether agree 
with that, because it was very easy to 
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spend large sums of money on education 


and to have very poo: results. And 
what they had to do was to be as 
economical as they could. At any rate, 
they should strive to get the best result 
for the money spent. If that were done 
there would be less grudging on the part 
of the ratepayers. The bes: way to 
achieve that result was to take the parish 
as the unit for elemntary education, and | 


to develop that up to some larger area | 
for the chief control of secondary educa- | 


tion. As regarded the grievances of the 
teachers under the present school boards, | 
there would be no difficulty in guarding 
against their occurring in the future. 


It was quite right that the teachers | 


should have a proper position and fair 
treatment. He himself knew, from places 
he had experience of, that in a great 
number of cases the district area would 
be most unsatisfactory unless the whole 
of the districts were combined into a 
county; but then that would involve 
too large a board for elementary edu- 
cition. He would again press on the 
Government to refer the Bill to the 
Committee of the Whole House; to re- 
consider the equivalent grant and to 
Ssparate the administration of primary 
from secondary education. 


*Captain ELLICE (St. Andrews 
Burghs) said that so far as he was con- 
cerned he would support the Amendment 
of the hon. Member for Banff in having 
the Bill sent to a Committee of the 
Scotch Members. He thought there was 
a danger of the Bill being swamped by 
the eloquence of English and Welsh Mem- 
bers. They had seen one Welsh Member 
called to order already by Mr. Deputy- 
Speaker; and he felt certain that they 
would have that repeated during the 
discussions on the Bill in Committee of 
the Whole House. He believed that if 
the Bill were sent to a Committee of all 
the Scotch Members, with an added 
number of English Members to give the 
Government a majority, it would be 
better. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 
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Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [8th May], “ ‘That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 





| Question again proposed. 


*Caprain ELLICE, continuing pis 
| speech, said when the House adjourned 
| he was calling attention to the desira- 
| bility of allowing the Scotch Members 
| to consider this in a Committee composed 
of Scotch Members. He pointed out 
to the Lord- Advocate that if that course 
were followed it would greatly facilitate 
the passing of the Bill and save a con- 
siderable amount of time. So far as 
the House was concerned, such a Com- 
mittee would not only ensure the Bill 
being passed quickly through the House 
but it would ensure their getting a good 
Bill. He himself entirely approved of 
the proposal to feed hungry children. 
In the Highlands for many years thev 
had fed the children who had come 
long distances. They had not grudged 
the expense, but they quite recog- 
nised that in large districts it would be 
impossible to feed the children without 
some financial assistance. With regard 
to the rating clauses the Bill would re- 
quire a certain amount of alteration. 
Last year they had a Secretary for Scot- 
land in charge of this Bill, who repre- 
sented a county constituency. This 
year they had the Lord-Advocate who 
represented a burgh constituency. Of 
the four Scottish Members in the Govern- 
ment only one represented a county 
constituency. No doubt a fellow feeling 
made them wondrous kind ; he, there- 
|fore, hoped that on the question of the 
| withdrawal of the equivalent grant the 
| Government would be lepient 
than they had been in the past year. 
With regard to the transference of the 
endowmerts to the school boards he 
pointed out that the endowments were at 
present limited to £1,000, but that it 
was considered desirable that they should 
be allowed to transfer, if they pleased, 
those endowments which were over 
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£1,000 to the school boards; that} *Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keich. 


was to say, that the limit should not 
be any definite sum but that any 
of the endowed schools of Scotland 
should, if they chose, be allowed to 
transfer their endowments to the school 
board. 


What filled him with amazement was 
the opposition to the proposal with 
regard to the provincial council for St. 
Andrews Burghs. The hon. Member for 
Leich Burghs, himself an inhabitant of 
the Kingdom of Fife, had opposed this 
council. It was very bad taste on the 
hon. Member’s part to make such an 
attack on his own county. Every one 
understood that the Highlands were 
in a different situation to the rest 
of Scotland. The opinion of all Scottish 
Members on the Liberal side of the 
House was in favour of a separate 
council for Inverness, and as one who 
had resided longer in Invernesshire 
than any other Member in the House 
he would assuredly support the estab- 
lishment of such a council. The special 
circumstances of that district made it 
necessary to have an additional council. 
There was a large Gaelic-speaking popu- 
lation and many Gaelic-speaking schools, 
But when it came to a question as to 
whether Invernessshould have a provincial 
council or whether St. Andrews Burghs 
should have one, there could be no doubt 
that St. Andrews had more claim to 
such a council than Inverness possessed. 
St. Andrews had the oldest University 
in Scotland. It was established in 1411, 
whereas that of Edinburgh was not 
established till 170 years later. On the 
provincial councils it was proposed to 
have the highest educational intellect, 
and under those circumstances it would 
be most unfortunate if St. Andrews were 
left out. If one of these provincial 
councils was to go it should certainly be 
that for Aberdeen. Aberdeen was in an 
out-of-the-way part of the world. As 
far as the Highlands were concerned it 
was easier to get to St. Andrews from 
Perthshire, Skye and the South and 
Wes: of Inverness than to Aberdeen. 
and, so far as he could see, Aberdeen 
might well go to Inverness. He would 
cordially support the Bill and hoped 
the measure would be pressed forward in 
Committee. 


Captain Ellice. 








ley) said -he wished very briefly to 
support the appeal put before the House 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for South Aberdeen with reference 
to the limitation of the areas to be 
brought under the control of the local 
authorities. That was, in his opinion, 
a very important matter. He was 
himself on the local education authority 
for the West Riding, and they found 
those large areas most unsuitable. They 
had 900 schools under the control of the 
local authority, and that authority 
had sub-divided the districts into a 
large number of divisions, each one of 
which was much larger than the old 
school board districts, but it was most 
difficult to carry out the work of educa- 
tion in those districts; in fact, almost 
impossible. Under the Act of 1902 the 
local education authority had all the 
needed powers but could not delegate 
powers to the local sub-committees to 
spend money on their own account, be- 
cause those committees were not the rat- 
ing authority. It would be very desirable 
if those committees had power to spend 
money each on its own school, but, as 
they had no responsibility for the col- 
lection of it they were not allowed to 
have the responsibility of spending it. 
The result was that all those local 
authorities were obliged to apply to head- 
quarters for extremely trivial things. If 
they wanted to supply a few lead pencils 
or a little notepaper, they had to send 
to headquarters for it. As a consequence 
there was a considerable amount of fric- 
tion, and it was under those circumstances 
that he desired to place before the 
House the undesirability of placing 
Scotch education in the same position. 
At the present moment there was a 
revolt against this system in the Division 
of Elland. One district council that 
had been called upon to elect members 


to the education authority -had_ re- 
fused, and the education authority 


of Elland was stuck fast, and could not 
move because the district council which 
ought to have elected members to that 
education authority had not done so. 
A considerable amount of friction had been 
raised in many other places from the 
same cause. In olden days members cf 
s‘hool boards gave time and thought 
to this matter, but as it now stood tle 
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managers were appointed by the authori- 
ties and had very little interest in 
their work, inasmvch as they had 
to refer everything to headquarters. 
The failure arose from the fact of their 
having those very large areas in place 
of the small ones they had under the 
school board. The only alternative 
that had been suggested was to arrange 
the area so as to make the district small. 
[t would be quite possible to arrange them 
into what were formerly school board 
districts. The effect of the present system, 
so far as the West Riding was concerned, 
had been that they had lost their director, 
and he was not sure that they had 
not hastened the death of their chair- 
man. The position of things at present 
was actual despair on the part of the 
committee as to how the thing could 
be worked. He only mentioned those 
matters in order to show the desira- 
bility of curtailing the areas in the 
Bill before the House. 


CHARLES RENSHAW |) said 
he was bound to sav the impression 
left upon his mind by the observations 
of the hon. Member for Camberwell 
was that the hon. Gentleman did not 
appreciate the difference between edu- 
cation in Scotland and education in 
Kngland. The hon. Member had spoken 
of this Bill as an admirable Bill and 
had contrasted it with the measure 
passed by this House in 1902 to deal 
with the question of education in 
England. But, after all, there was a 
very substantial difference between 
the condition of affairs in Scotland and 
the condition of affairs in England. 
In Scotland they had a schoel board 
to every parish in the country. In 
England half the children were edu- 
cated under the school board and 
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half in schools brilt not by the rate- | 


pavers but from voluntary funds. It 
was this fact which caused the 
difference between the two countries— 
the position of affairs which obtained 
in Scotland as compared with that which 
obtained in England—in regard to the 
position from which they approached the 
question of education. In Scotland they 
had no very acute religious differences. 
He thought he was not exaggerating 


when he said that three-fourths or seven- | 


eighths of the population of Scotland 
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belonged to the Presbyterian Church. 
The Roman Catholics and the Epis- 
copalians, who constituted the other 
fourth or eighth of the population, wer 
in a very small minority, and, so far as 
the educational system of Scotland 
was concerned, the views of the great 


Presbyterian majority prevailed. They 
had no burning question connected 


with Church and Dissent, and for his 
part he did not think that the fears of 
the hon. Member for Camberwell as to 
the dangers of a certain part of this 
measure were likely to be fulfilled. Just 
as in 1872 they had in Scotland con- 
trived, witha system which had obtained 
the general assent of the country, to 
avoid conflicts, so notwithstanding the 
powers which this Bill proposed to con- 
fer for the first time on the new school 
board authorities, in Scotland there 
would be no difficulty in exercising 
those powers, and, if they found it neces- 
sary or desirable, in assisting the volun- 
tary schools, which really after all were 
carrying on a certain amount of educa- 
tional work in Scotland very successfully 
and well, and did really deserve some 
consideration from the ratepayers. 


Various questions had been raised in this 
discussion, First there had been the ques- 
tion of area, The right hon. Member 
for South Aberdeen criticised the selection 
of area; he spoke of the parish area, 
the district area, and the county area, 
and spoke of the parish area with the 
same affection with which all who had 
been interested in Scottish education 
for the last twenty-five years felt towards 
that educational institution. The connec- 
tion with the parish area went back to the 
time of the Reformation, and there was 
not the slightest doubt, so far as educa- 
tion was concerned, that the work done 
under the parochial system had been 
admirable and effective work; there 
was equally little doubt, when they were 
considering the question of further ad- 
ministration, that difficulties had arisen 
in the demand which was now being 
constantly made in Scotland for techni- 
cal, secondary, and higher education, and 
when it came to be a question of adjust- 
ing those requirements to the education 
of parishes, there came the difficulty 
which had given rise to this Bill, and 
which was the necessity for the Bill. 


2T 
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On the Second Reading of the Bill of last 
vear he had expressed the opinion, ex- 
pressed by the right hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen that evening, as to the 
desirability, if it had been possible, of keep- 
ing the large old parishes for elementary 
education purposes and grouping the 
smaller parishes for the same purposes, 
and of administering higher, secondary, 
and technical education on a wider basis. 
He admitted that if this Bill was to be 


passed he did not believe it was 
possible to graft that system on 


it. They must either take this Bill 
and accept it as the considered view of 
the Department and the Government 
upon Scottish education, or they must 
reject it. If they accepted it they must 
bid farewell to the system of administer- 
ing elucation on the parochial basis. 
Thev had either to accept the proposal of 
the Government, which was to have a 
district or burgh authority and to amal- 
gamate the district and form a county 
board, or they would have to take 
the county as an area in the first 
instance, with power to break it up 
into districts suitable for educational pur- 
poses. That, in his opinion, was the 
simpler and more effective method of 
solving this question. 


Then with regard to the question of 
he took about the 


rating. The view 
rating clause in last vear’s Bill was 


that he was most anxious to retain that 
provision ef the Bill that was to retain 
and charge on each locality the debt 
which had been incurred by each educa- 
tional authority. He did not take the 
view that it would be better to pool 
the debt and apportion the rate 
partly on the basis of population and 
partly on the basis of valuation. Upon 
the debate on the clause last year 
a division as between pooling the debt 
not was taken and lost in the 
lobbies by about 233 to 43, and the matter 
having been decided in that way he 
supported the proposals to apportion 
half on population and half ona valuation, 
which he thought least injurious to the 
rural parts of the country. The Bill 
introduced this vear proposed that the 
debt existing in elementary schools 
should be charged to the parish incurring 
those debts, but it proposed that the 
cebts incurred in erecting higher-class 


or 
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schools should be a charge, which should 


be apportioned on the districts. He 
thought there should be an addition to 
that. It was not only the high-class 
secondary schools in the proper sense of 
the term which were very limited in their 
numbers, but also the higher-grade de- 
partments which contributed to the 
higher education of the area outside 
the limits within which they were erected. 
He took the view that the debt of the 
higher - grade departments should be a 
charge on the district and not on the 
parish, and in his opinion it was desirable 
in the interests of education, that whatever 
area might be fixed for educational 
purposes, one uniform rate should be 
levied within the area. He was perfectly 
certain that was the only way to give to 
the localities a check on undue expendi- 
ture and so to prevent extravagance. 
He did not see any reason whatever why 


the rate for capital expenditure on 
elementary schools, whether past or 
future, should not be levied on the 


old parochial basis and subject to the 
old parochial system of reduction or 
classification. He did not see why all 
the other charges which came under 
Sub-section 2 of Clause 23—the rating 
clause—should not be levied on the 
gross valuation, so that every one within 
the area, whether it was county or in- 
cluded municipalities, or whether it was a 
distinct area, might know that they were 
paying the same rate and might be able to 
compare progress, either in regard to the 
rise and fali of the rate. 


There was another portion of the Bill 
upon which he had a very definite view. 
He welcomed as warmly as anyone the 
recent Minute of the Department in regard 
to the training of teachers, and rejoiced 
that a Department had sufficient power to 
issue a Minute so wide in its scope. It 
set up four committees for the four 
different parts of Scotland to deal with 
the training of teachers. An hon. Mem- 
ber had spoken about the dearth of 
teachers in the country, but it was largely 
due, not to the fact that there were not 
plenty of young men and women who 
were willing to go into the teaching 
profession, but because the access to that 
profession had been made so difficult. 
That was the charge they had to make 
against the existing system of training 
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teachers in Scotland. He hoped that 
that Minute which had been issued was 
to be the beginning of better things in 
this matter, and that the training of 
teachers might be put upon a wider 
und a sounder basis. It would encourage 
1 larger number and a better class to come 
forward and take their places in the ranks 
if this neble profession, upon which the 
future of their country so largelv de- 
pended. It was noi a badly paid protes- 
sion at the present moment, and he 
thought the inducements to enter it as 
‘ompared with the inducements to enter 
lerical life, or even the ministry in 
‘ertain parts of Scotland, were very much 
sreater than they were in the two latter 
But while he rejoiced in the in- 
stitution of these provincial councils 
for the purpose of training teachers, he 
looked upon the proposals in the Bill 
vith regard to the future duties devolving 
ipon those councils with a very doubtful 
‘ye. He was all in favour of making 
the local education authority a strong 
withority; he was for trusting it 
giving it the fullest powers to work out 
he salvation of its own district, and 
1e looked with almost a feeling of aversion 
ipon the proposal that, at the very out- 
set of the career of the new responsible 
iuthorities, provincial councils were to 
e instituted, which were to be consulted, 
to check them, and it might be to warp 
‘heir action. He did hope that before 
hey parted with this measure, whatever 
owers the new provincial councils were 
o have as regarded the training ot 
‘achers, they would not make any 
provision which would give them any 
ther work to do until, by the failure of 
some of the school boards established 
inder the Bill, the necessity for that 
‘ourse had been demonstrated. 


‘ases. 


and 


With regard to the formation of the new 
education fund, he would point out that 
the old fund was originally created by 
bringing together various sums which 
had been devoted from time to time 
either for educational or quasi-educa- 
tional purposes. There was this differ- 
ence between the Bill of last vear and 
the present one, that last year’s measure 
proposed to take away from _ local 
authorities all the money given under 
the equivalent grant under the 


11892. The equivalent grant, which 
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amounted at the time it was give) 
to the rating authorities in Scotland t 
about £199,999, had now, in consequence : 
of increased sums connected with the 
collection of public taxation, risen to 
about £163,099. Last year there was 
considerable criticism, in which he took 
part, as to the then proposal of the 
Government. He did not think that 
any Member of that House who repre- 
sented a Scottish constituency could 
fail to appreciate the fact that both 
in counties and burghs that money 
had used for very many useful 
purposes. In his own county it had 
been largely used for the purpose of 
renewing bridges and of building hospital 
accommodation, which was necessary in 
consequence of an increased demand for 
it. Under this Bill the proposal was 
to give the local authorities {£109,00) 
and take the balance. The measure 
would, therefore, give to the local 
authorities as much as they got when the 
Act of 1892 was passed, and all the 
Department proposed to take was the 
increment of £63,0)). He was bound 
to sav that, having regard to the source 
and origin of the fund, and that the 
money was originally devoted to educa- 
tional purposes—{Cries of ‘‘ No ” |—well, 
undoubtedly the equivalent grant 
given to them in respct of the sum which 
was devoted to the reduction of school 
fees in England—he thought this money 
was originally a sum which the Scottish 
Members, including Dr. Hunter, unani- 
mously decided to devote to the reduction 
ot fees which were then being charge: 
in elementary schools in Scotland. Then 
came a time when demands for free 
education were made in England, and 
in response to that a Bill intro- 
duced by which the Government de- 
voted money out of the public Exche- 
quer for the purpose of doing away 
with school fees in England altogether. 
A. proportionate amount was devoted to 
Scotland, and as a result this equivalent 
grant, which originally had been devoted 
to educational purposes, was given over 
for other purposes. Several matters 
were made a first charge, one of them 
being a charge for secondary education, 
but the balance was left to the local 


been 


Was 


was 


authorities either to be used for the pur- 
pose of reducing rates or for the purpose 
of their applying it to some work of 


272 
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public utility approved by the Secretary 
for Scotland. That being so, he was 
bound to say that when the Government 
said that they needed this money now 
for the purpose of carrying out this 


scheme of secondary education, and, there | 
being no equivalent grant available, that | 
they proposed to lay more or less violent | 


hands upon this £63,000, they were 
taking a course which he could not resist. 
But he should like to make an appeal to 
his right hon. friend. There had been 
expressed that day a strong feeling with 
regard to this matter on behalf of burghs 
in Scotland. Perhaps a way out of the 
difficulty might be found by the Lord- 
Advocate and the Secretary for Scot- 
land agreeing to take a fixed sum out 
of the grant, say of £50,000, and then 
they could give tc the local authorities, 
not only the £100,000 which the Bill 
gave, but the £13,000 and any further 
increment of it. If that were done he 
thought it ought to meet the extreme 
views even of the burgh representatives. 


There had been considerable discussion 
that day upon two other questions ; 


one the question of feeding children in| 


schools, and the other the question of 
medical inspection. He should like to 
say this in regard to the feeding of school 
children, that it was a very easy thing 
ior them in that House to say what every 
one of them desired, viz., that no hungry 
child should ever be in attendance at 
any school which it was compelled to 
attend. That was a thing upon which 
they were all agreed, but, when it came 
to putting the question as to whether 
there were a large number of such 


hungry children in Scotland or not, he | 


thought some of them possibly might 
differ. He had had some experience 
in connection with school board work in 
Scotland, and during the twenty-one 
years he had been connected with it 
he did not remember ever having this 
question brought before him, and he 
was connected with one of the largest 
rural school boards in Scotland. How 
many hon. Members had ever 
asked in Scotland to subscribe to funds 
for feeding schoo] children ? 


schools in the Highlands, but he bad 


never been asked, and, except in one or | 


two of the poorest parts of some ot 


Si: Charles Renshaw, 
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It might be | 
that such was the case in regard to some | 
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| their richest cities, he doubted whether 
any such need existed. He would 
therefore ask hon. Members, before they 
passed legislation of so general a charac- 
ter, to consider that this question might 
gradually creep into such a position that 
the crv for relief from the payment o} 
school fees assumed. He would ask them 
to pause and consider whether in thei: 
opinion the mothers and fathers of Scot- 
land were really open to this charge ot! 
generally neglecting their children. He 
did not believe it for a single moment. 
He did not believe that except in certain 
districts there was necessity for special 
treatment of this kind. He thought, how- 
ever, that in those special localities where 
the necessity existed power ought to 
be given to deal with it. But it should 
be a power which was very e¢are- 
fully restricted so that if might not do 
more harm than good, because he thought 
that, if it once came to be felt through- 
out Scotland that there was to be a gen- 
eral system of feeding school children, it 
would add enormovsly to the cost oi 
education, and might seriously interfere 


with the class of education which they 


would be able to give. 


Then as to the medical inspec- 
tion which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Cambridge Uni- 


versity would like to have. He ad- 
mitted that he had seen a report from 
Dundee which was exceedingly painful 
reading, as it was a description of people 
who belonged to a class who would al- 
ways, unhappily, be with us, but he did 
not know that having regard to the con- 
ditions of life in which those children lived 
that they could expect them to be tree 
from disease. When he heard, however, 
that there was to be a general medical in- 
spection of all the day schools in Scotland 
he asked Members of the House to consider 
what that was going to cost and whether 
they were going to get a benetit out of such 
inspection at all commensurate with 
that cost. There must be an enormous 
number of children for whom no such 
inspection was necessary at all, but if 
they were going to set up a general 
system of anthropometrical examina- 
tion of the children and they were 
going to do that twice a year the cost 
would be large. They had 800,000 
children in Scotland, and supposing 
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it cost 2s. 6d. ahead each time—[Cries of 
‘No!”] His hon. friends shook their 
heads. but he was sure that they would 
iot get doctors to go through the labour 


{ examining children to the extent 
suggested in these reports without a 
-ubstantial fee, especially when they 


knew that that fee was to come out of 
the rates or the Exchequer. If the cost 


was 2s. 6d. per head it would cost 
£100,000 for each examination. That 
yas equivalent to a penny rate upon 


the assessable value of Scotland, and he 
said that whilst it might be necessarv 
to make examinations in certain schools 
a certain loealities and for certain 
specific objects, he did not believe it 
vas necessary to take Scotland all over, 
nd he deprecated the idea that they 
should start on a new branch of public 
‘xpenditure of that kind. Feeding the 
hildren and that svstem of medical 
‘xamination, when the rates were so high, 
vasnotnecessarv especially when there was 
growing feeling that what the ~v wanted 
vas good educational results but as light 
n addition the rates 
for his part he hoped the Second Reading 
1 the Bill would be passed, but he 
trusted that no proposal would be made 
to refer it to a Grand Committee. It 
should be dealt with by a Committee 
it the House, and he hoped that they 
might as soon as pe ossible have it before 
them in Committee and pass it into law. 


to as possible. 


Mr. 


not 


WALLACE (Perth) said he did 
propose to discuss the general 
principle of the Bill because, as far as 
the discussion had gone, there had 
been no attack upon it and the debate 
had been entirely upon questions which 
would probably more properly 
lealt with in Committee. As far as he 
understood it, if there was a principle 
inderlying the Bill at all it was that of 
the maintenance in Scotland of the system 
of government of schools by the people 
themselves and the election of the au- 
thorities ad hoc, by those interested in 
‘ducation, to control education. He 
‘itirely dissented from his hon. friend 
opposite who said that the principle 
ipplicable to Scotland was not applicable 
to England, and he regretted very much 
that the Government did not last vear, 
having their Bill, press it 
it. Ii it had been 


be 


introduced 
forward and carry 
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carried at that time it would have bee» 
received in Scotland with great cor- 
diality, but in the interval which had 
elapsed a more critical examination had 
been given and there was the coldness 
which always followed delay. Although, 
therefore, the Bill would be acquiesced in, 
there was not now the same feeling of 
entire agreement in regard to it which 
prevailed a year ago. 


The first question which had been raised 
was the question of area. Some hon. 
Members had proposed the larger area of 
the county as an alternative to the Bill, 
and others had proposed the smaller area 
of the parish, but for himself he thought 
the Government had been very happy 
in their selection. He thought that 
they had struck the golden mean between 
the two, as he considered the county was 
too large and for practical purposes many 
of the parishes were toosmall. He did think, 
moreover, that it was an important thing 
that they should have larger areas than 
at present, as he had noticed in Scotland 
in connection with country parishes that 
the teacher who got an appointment in a 
school settled down practically for the rest 


of his life. The teacher had not the 
opportunities which prevailed larger 
school boards of promotion, and the 
result was that, with the best intentions 
in the world, oft-times the stimulus 
which the opportunity of promotion 
gave was taken away from him. He 


was sure that for the purpose of getting 
effective teachers the teacher should 
have the opportunity which would be 
given him under a larger school board. 
He should regret, however, if the effect 
of the measure should be to destroy 
the interest taken by parents in 
the education of their children. He 
‘ealised that in Scotland school boards 
were very unlike school boards Eng- 
land, and were bodies which were largely 
composed of the parents of children. 
They were largely composed of working 
men such as the grieve and the small 


crotter. He had seen these men do the 
most effective work in the world upon 
those school boards because the one 


thought of the Scotch parent in this 


matter was not economy, but how they 
could get the best education for the 
children attending the schools. That 


was the difference which existed between 
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the parish school boards of Scotland and 
the small boards in parishes in England. 
The one desire of the latter was to save 
the rates—a very worthy object, but 
not when they were saved at the expense 
of education. He should be very sorry 
if representation, of the kind he had 
alluded to, on the school boards of 
Scotland were to cease, 


He thought it would be very necessary 
that some provision should be made by 
which members of school boards should 
have their expenses provided for. It was 
all verv well to say that they ought to 
sacrifice themselves and that they ought 
to give their time for the purposes of 
education. They had to live and_ to 
work, and they could not afford to attend 
those meetings unless the House made 
some provision of the kind he had _ in- 
dicated by which the necessary expenses 
of coming some distance to the central 
point where the school board met should 
be paid. If that was not done the House 
would destroy altogether the representa- 
tion of that class in Scotland and that 
would be a great misfortune. On this 
point he had some doubt and misgiving as 
regarded the destruction of these smaller 
school boards, but he thought it could he 
met in the way he had suggested. He 
also thought that the Lord-Advocate 
might have considered in’ connection 
with this matter the difficulties in regard 


to the four districts described in the 
Bill. He thought that there were other 


large towns and cities in Seotland who 
might have had school boards. He 
knew that there were cities in Scotland 
large enough for the purpose of having 
an effective school board. He would 
take the case of Paislev, and suggested 
that in Committee the right hon. Gentle- 
man might see whether he could not ex- 
tend the number of districts. 


Something had been said in regard to 
underfed children in Scotland. It might 
be true and was true, no doubt, that the 
grievance was not so great in Scotland as 
it was in England, but still it existed in 
Scotland, as any one who knew Scotland 
knew well, in many of their great cities. 
The Scotchman was nothing if not econo- 
mical, and nothing could be more econo- 
mical than to see that a child should 
be sent to school with strength to assimi- 
late the education which was given. 


Mr. Wallace. 
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Money spent in order to enable a child 
to appreciate and take in the education 
was not money wasted, but the best 
investment that the State could possibly 
make. He supported that view not merely 
on the ground of humanity. but on the fur- 
ther ground that no truer economy could 
be found than that which enabled a child 
to make the best use of the education 
provided for him. 


doubt 
the 


that no 

strong teeling at 
present time with reference to the 
proposal of the Lord-Advocate with 
regard to the grants which the cities 
enjoved. The effect of the Lord-Advo- 
cate’s proposal would be to alter th 
ingidence of taxation between the 
owner and the occupier entirely to the 
advantage of the owner, and against 
that the cities protested. He did not 
object to the money being devoted t 
education, but he did object to an 
alteration which would be in the inter- 
est of owners as against that of oc- 
cupier, and he would take strong objec- 
tion to the clause in Committee. 


Another was 


there was a 


point 


as 


He would say only one word on the de- 
nominational difficulty. A clause in the 
Bill gave power to the school boards to give 
grants to other than schools under their 
own absolute control. That might shock 
some English Members, but in Scotland 
they took the view that they could trust 
the people in those matters. Practically, 
they never had any religious difficulty 
in Scotland ; they had got rid of it simpl\ 
by letting the people determine the 
question for themselves. 


As to the provincial councils, he did not 
like them atall. He believed they would 
be a source of danger and friction, and 
would tend to destroy responsibility, but 
so long as the Scottish Education Depart- 
ment was in London they would probably 
be a necessity. The true solution was 
to bring the Education Department to 
Edinburgh into a new atmosphere and 
under new influences; there would then 
be no necessity for provincial councils. 
On the whole he congratulated the Lord- 
Advocate on the Bill, and hoped it would 
be speedily passed into law. 


Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scort 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) said the 
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(‘overnment could not complain of the 
reception which had been accorded to 
the Bill, but there had been a suggestion 
nade in some of the speeches that neither 
list session nor this were the Government 
really anxious to get the Bill. He hoped 
that that suggestion would not receive 
credence either in England or in Scotland. 
There was no Bill that the Government, 
and especially the members of it who 
were connected with Scotland, were 
more anxious to get. He was convinced, 
indeed, from communications which he 
had received trom all classes and sections 
of people in Scotland, that there was no 
Bill which Scotland desired more to get, 
even if it were passed without any 
Amendments at all. The enormous pre- 
ponderance ot Scottish feeling was in 
favour of it. The discussion, interesting 
and useful though it had been, had dealt 
with matters which were rather Com- 
inittee points than Second Reading ques- 
tions, and it would not be right for him, 
on many of those matters, to give a final 
or definite decision until they had been 
considered in detail in Committee. 


The hon. Member tor Camberwell, who 
had made his usual speech on Scottish edu- 
cation, did not take account of the un- 
jortunate position of England so far as 
education was concerned. [Dr. Mac- 
NAMARA: | do.| The diiferences be- 
tween the two countries began long 
before 1902 or even [870—[Dr. Mac- 
NaMARA: [ know|—when the English 
people were unfortunate enough to take 
retuge in Cowper-Temple clauses and the 
refusal to have a universal school board 
system or to recognise that they bad 
trusted far too long to voluntary and 
Church methods. It was too bad, how- 
ever, now not to recognise the debt 
which England owed to the Church, for 
no other body in England had done its 
duty in this matter so effectually as the 
Church had done. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I have often ad- 
mitted it. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said the hon. 
Member declared that the Government 
dare not abolish school boards in Scot- 
land. That was because the Scottish 
people were a long way ahead of Eng- 
land. and the hon. Member had better 
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set about educating the English people 
before he tried his hand on the Scotch. 
One could not help recalling that the con- 
sideration of this Bill came up at a time 
when the author of the Act of 1872, of 
which it was an Amendment, was retir- 
ing from official life. and all would recog- 
nise the debt which Scottish education 
owed to Lord Young. 


The question which had been re- 
ferred to most frequently in the 
debate was that of the areas, and 
upon that he did not think the 
Government could see their way to 
modify the position they had laid down 
in the Bill. There were two great 
problems to consider in discussing this 
question of areas. Undoubtedly, so far as 
elementary education was concerned, the 
smaller the area the better would be the 
administration. [“ No.”] On the other 
hand, the same principle would not apply 
to secondary education. Accordingly the 
Government had endeavoured to tind some 
mode of reconciling these two difficulties : 
and, giving the best consideration thev 
could to the matter, they thought that 
the district really afforded, on the whole. 
the best solution, the best compromise. 
Undoubtedly there were cases where a 
smaller area might have been better, 
and other cases where a larger area 
would have been preferable; it was 
not at all a Party question, and on the 
whole the Government had thought 
the district was the best basis on which 
to work, Last session large concessions 
were made which went a long way to 
meet the difficulties that were raised, 
and it was not thought necessary to 
divide the House on the question. He 
could not think a point lke this was 
worthy, he did not sav of consideration, 
but of long discussion, ether upon 
Second Reading or in Committee, whe: 
it was borne in mind that the House 
unanimously accepted the principle last 
session and when, in addition, it was 
remembered that they had taken care 
to give greater elasticity to the powers 
which would enable greater combination 
or greater division to be made according 
to the special cireumstances of each 
division of the country. The Govern- 
ment had, in this respect, shown their 
anxiety to meet, as far as they possibly 
could, the fair claims of those who 
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differed upon this matter, and he could | 
not, as at present advised, offer any hope 
that they would change their views on 
this question. He trusted that nothing 
they did would diminish local interest in 
education, because that would be an 
enormous misfortune. They hoped the 
provisions they had introduced with 
regard to management, even as they stood 
or under reasonable amendment, would 
secure that local interest would not only 
not be diminished, but would be even 
enhanced in the future. 


As to the financial aspects of the 
Bill, he thought too much had been 
said about the question of the equiva- 
lent grant. Personally he represented 
a Division of Glasgow where the town 
council held strong views on the ques- 
tion with which he was sorry not to be 
able to agree. It was some consolation, 
however, te believe that he had the 
cordial support of the Glasgow School 


Board. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh. E.): Thev 


are getting the money. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that was 
no doubt the case, and even town 
councils were human. The equivalent 
grant really had its origin in education, 
because in the Act under which it was 
given it was enacted that there shovld be 
distributed 
“a sum of £100,000 or such other sum as with 
the sums directed to be applied under the pro- 
visions of the three preceding sub-sections of 
this section will be equal to the fee grant in 
Scotland.” 

Originally fixed at £100,000, the amount 
had grown to between £160,000 and 
£170,000, and last vear in the Bill as 
introduced it was proposed to take 
the whole of the money. Represen- 
tations were then made both by county 
and by burgh councils, and, as a result, 
Lord Dunedin intimated that he was 
prepared to say that he would not take 
more than the surplus over the £100,000 
for education. He thought that con- 
cession was accepted by many repre- 
senting both the counties and _ the 
burghs as fair and reasonable—[* Hear, 
hear!” and ‘* No,”}—that was his view 
of it—and he confessed that, so far as 
he was concerned at that moment, 





though he would listen to reasonable 
Mr. Scott Dickson. 
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arguments, he was not prepared to go 


one halfpenny beyond that arrange- 
ment. He hoped he should receive 


the support of hon. Members on both 
sides of the House in securing that the 
£60,000 should go to education. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Aberdeen, who was in duty bound to 
support his constituents in this matter, 
had spoken of the heavy burden this 
would place on the rates. As a matter 
of fact the total difference would be 
td. in the £, but taking into account 
that some rates were paid by occupiers 
alone, and some by owners and occu- 
piers, the net balance would be some- 
thing like one farthing in the pound, 
and, for himself, he was not sorry for 
any of the burghs if they lost that far- 
thing in the interest of education. So 
far as that matter was concerned, he 
did not see his way, although he would 
keep an open mind, to suggest that 
there was any room for concession at 


all. The suggestion of his right hon. 
friend the Member for Govan with 


regard to the enumerated districts and 
the pooling arrangement affected only 
Edinburgh and Glasgow, and if there 
was a general desire in those districts 
that the course suggested by the right 
hon. Gentleman should be taken it 
seemed fair and reasonable that it 
should be done. That did not apply 
to the other districts of Aberdeen and 
Dundee, they included only the 
existing school board districts, Dundee 
was naturally desirous of enlarging its 
boundaries, but he did not feel inclined 
to concede that. Govan and Leith, 
on the other hand, were naturally 
anxious to remain where they were, 
but he did not feel inclined to concede 
that either, so that perhaps the one 
might be set off against the other. 


as 


As to the grant to voluntary schools, 
the hon. Member for Camberwell did not 
seem to appreciate that it would be 
made only under Minute containing 
general conditions, and no doubt the 
structural and sanitary conditions of 
the schools would be taken into account. 
There would be no special provision 
for voluntary schools apart from other 
schools. In Scotland they — settled 
their religious differences in regard to 
education thirty vears ago, and they did 
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not want to raise them again. They had 
never had passive resisters in Scotland. 
They had rated Roman Catholics and 
Episcopalians, and had refused to teach 
Kpiscopalianism or Roman Catholicism 
except in some Highland parishes where 
Roman Catholics were in a majority. 
He sincerely hoped that no religious 
question would be raised on this Bill. 
In Scotland they had reached the stage 
where they thought they could conduct 
their education on lines suitable to their 
views on denominational education, and 
the minority recognised that they must 
submit to the majority in the matter. 
He hoped that that feeling would prevail 
throughout the proceedings on the Bill, 
as they would then avoid an enormous 
smount of difficulty and contention 
which it seemed to be impossible to 
avoid south of the Tweed. 


Dr. MACNAMARA : Why did you not 


vive us the Scotch Bill ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : Well, vou are 
not educated up to it. 

Other important questions raised were 
those relating to medical inspection and 
the feeding of children. So far as medical 
inspeetion was concerned, he thought they 
had gone far enough in Sections 26 and 46. 
He did not suggest that they had gone 
too far. It was quite proper that those 
powers should be given, and now that 
public attention had been directed to the 
juestion local authorities might be 
trusted to do what was fair and reason- 
ble in the matter. Without desiring in 
the least to make Party capital out of the 
tact, he might remind the House that the 
question had been brought prominently 
torward during the existence of the 
present Government. If public opinion 
had been focussed on this question of the 
physical condition of the children in the 
schools, it had been the result of the 
Roval Commission on Physical Training 
iu Scotland and the Committee on Physi- 
‘al Deterioration. No public body con- 
‘erned with the education of the voung 
would now fail to give due attention to 
the question. As to the feeding of the 
children, the Roval Commission, which 
was not a Party body, reported that in 
Scotland existing difficulties were to a 
large extent met by voluntary effort in 
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co-operation with the school boards. 
The Commission was distinctly of opinion 
that, apart from providing for the kitchen 
accommodation, no further charge should 
be put upon the rates. 


Mr. McCRAE pointed out that the 
Commission was confined to the question 
of physical training, and it was only so 
far as it had to do with physical training 
that the Commission was able to deal with 
the question of feeding. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON reminded the 
hon. Member that the Commission made 
careful inquiry into the medical inspection 
and the feeding of the children, and into the 
question of how the underfed children 
should be dealt with, the result of the in- 
quiry being as he had stated. That being 
so he thought it would be a strong order 
to say that that House, after an exam- 
ination which could not be exhaustive or 
satisfactory, should go beyond the recom 
mendation of the Commission, which heard 
all the evidence and considered it care- 
fully. He was sure that it would not 
be thought for a moment that they on 
that side of the House were less con- 
cerned about this question than members 
of the Opposition. Certainly, if ever 
there was a question devoid of Party 
this question was. One heard charges 
against Imperialism, but this was the 
very basis of Imperialism, and therefore 
he was sure that, whatever their views 
might be as to the course to be taken, 
no one would doubt for a moment that 
Members on the Government side were 
entirely in sympathy with the views of 
those who desired to do what was best 
in this matter in view of all the cireum- 
stances of the case. But it was neces- 
sary to bear in mind the Report of the 
Commission and the fact that they had 
not only to deal with the children of 
paupers, but also with the children of 
people who were just a little above 
paupers, and who were determined 
to secure that they should be indepen- 
dent of public aid. They had also to 
remember that they had voluntary 
schools to deal with, and they could 
not provide food for the children in the 
Board schools and say that the children 
in the voluntary schools should not be 
All he would say 


provided with it. 
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ground to go upon if they took the 
recommendations of the Commission as 
a tentative measure, and if that did not 
prove satisfactory then they might go 
further. But in what was really an 
experimental matter he suggested that 
they should not go further at present 
than those who had been appointed 
to consider the matter had advised. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Mertayr Tydvil) 
asked whether the Lord-Advocate was 
prepared to go as far as the Report 
of the Commission in saving that— 

‘* Powers should be given to provide a meal 
and to demand from the parents the payment of 
the cost.” 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said that if the 
hon. Member would look at paragraphs 
165 to 174 of the Report he would see 
that the Commission suggested that cer- 
tal steps should be tried to begin with. 
He thought they might at least try this 
to begin with. They should endeavour 
to get more co-operation between the 
schoo] boards and voluntary agencies, 
and by doing that they would get out of 
the diffcultv. He had made inquiries 
from the school inspectors, and from 
many of the leading educationists in 
Scotland, and he was quite convinced 
that he was expressing enlightened 
public opinion upon the matter when he 
said that they ought not to go bevond 
the recommendations of the Commission 
upon this question, All he would say 
on this matter was that they had safe 
ground to go upon if they took the re- 
commendations of the Commission as a 
tentative measure, and, if that did not 
prove satisfactory, then they might go 
further, But let them make this experi- 
ment first. 


Reference had been made to the 
training of teachers, and he quite ap- 
preciated many of the observations 
made. At the same time, he thought 
the proposals of the Government em- 
bodied in the Bill and in the Minute of 
the Department had met with general 
approval. He had no doubt any points 
raised could be satisfactorily met in Com- 
mittee. 


As to the provincial 
did not think sufficient 


councils, he 
attention had 


Mr. Seott Dickson. 
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been paid to the very considerable powers 
given to them. Some trust in these 
matters must be given to the Education 
Department, which had not proved un- 
worthy of trust in the past. He was sure 
the desire of the Department would be 
to see that these councils were strong 
representative bodies whose advice would 
be likely to be of service. With regard 
to what had been said about the Uni- 
versities, he thought that was a matter 
more for Committee, and so far as he was 
concerned he saw no difficulty in having 
an additional provincial council in orde: 
that the views of the Highland popula- 
tion should receive adequate consideratio1 
and attention, and more especially that 
thev should secure adequate provision 
for the teaching they required, according 
to their special needs. He did not think 
that would raise any difficulty at all, 
and it would not cause any loss of time 


in dealing with this question. As for 
the powers of the committees estab- 


lished under the Bill, he thought they 
had given them a great deal. The 
Government had not been able to meet 
the views of those who preferred a 
national council, but he trusted that the 
joint committee they had_ established 
would be accepted as evidence of their 
desire to see that the provincial councils 
should have the opportunity of meeting 
and consulting each other. 


The only other point he had _ to 
deal with was in reference to the 
future procedure in regard to the 
Bill. He did not know whether — th 
kind things which had _ been _ said 


about this Bill by hon. Members op- 
posite would be followed up by equally 
kind action in the future and equally 
short speeches. Failing that, of course, 
a Bill of the dimensions of this measure 
could very easily be killed. He had no 
answer to make to that question until bh» 
knew what was the attitude of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite towards the Motion 
of the hon. Member for Banffshire, on 
the Paper, that the Bill should be referred 
to a Committee consisting of all the 
Members from Scotland, together with 
fifteen other Members to be nominated 
by the Committee of Selection. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: Will my right 
hon. friend give us a Committee or the 
Whole House if that Motion is withdrawn ¢ 
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Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: Certainly. 
He had endesvoured before the Second 
teading came on to arrange that that 
should be so, but he had been unable to 
do so. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman undertake that, 
it the Bill goes to a Committee of the 
Whole House, the views of the Scottish 
Members shall prevail ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON said he should 
like to know who was the Leader of the 
Opposition in this matter. The hon. 
Member for Hawick Burghs imposed one 
condition, and then the hon. Member for 
Banfishire wished to impose another 
condition. They would never get the 
Dill through at all if that was the way 
they were going to proceed. He felt 
certain that the people in Scotland 
would understand the position, and if 
they did net get a Committee of the 
House they would know that the reason 
was on account of the opposition of hon. 
Members opposite, and they would know 
that it was because hon. Members op- 
posite could not agree as to the course 
to be pursued. He was prepared to ac- 
cept the suggestion of the hon. Member 
ior Hawick. but as to the proposal of 
the hon. Member for Banffshire, they 
should never get the Bill if that were 
carried, As time was the essence of the 
whole thing. he was prepared to give a 
Committee of the Whole House, provided 
the Bill was read the second time that 
night and there was no further trouble 
about getting into Committee. 


Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): It has always been 
urged from the Liberal Benches that all big 
Scotch measures like this should be re- 
ferred tothe Scotch Members. with a decent 
margin of other Members to preserve 
etiquette in the matter, but the Com- 
mittee should comprise all the Scotch 
Members. It is very seldom that we have 
-o big a Scotch Bill at this, and why 
should the Scotch Members not be allowed 
to have their sav upon it, not in the sense 
of letting off speeches, but in the sense 
of having their votes recorded and their 
influence having proper weight in the 


The 


decision of this question. 
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Advocate is rather scornful of the idea 
put forward by my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Banffshire, that if it is to be 
treated in the Whole House only Scotch 
votes should be counted. I admit that 
that is a novelty, but it is not an idea 
which should be treated in a scornful 
way, because it at least has common 
sense at the back of it. The Lord- 
Advocate comes forward in a sort of 
Dutch auction, and asks us to make a 
bargain by which we are to agree to his 
proposal that the Bill shall be dealt with 
in the Whole House on certain conditions, 
or else some dreadful things will happen, 
The right hon. Gentleman has spoken 
about the value of time in regard to the 
future fortunes of the Bill. But has 
there been any waste of time? Not a 
moment. We have no desire to obstruct 
the Bill. But, as I have said, we have 
always insisted upon the principle that a 
Bill of this kind should be decided by the 
Members from Scotland; and if the 
right hon. Gentleman will not give us a 
purely Scotch Committee, we should 
prefer the open light of a Committee of 
the Whole House to a hole-and-corner 
Committee upstairs; although it has 
been our experience in similar cases in 
the past that while, so far as the Scotch 
Members are concerned, we have had 
majorities of two, three, or four to one, we 
have been overborne by the votes ot 
English, Irish, and Welsh Members. 


*Mrx. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire. Mid) 
said this Bill was of ahighly technical char- 
acter, and one which the ordinary mem- 
ber of the public could not be expected 
fully to comprehend without a much fuller 
explanation and criticism than had yet 
appeared, either in the Press, or in the 
speeches of supporters of the Bill. 
Indeed, it would not be until the Bill had 
passed into law, and was in actual 
working, that the general public could 
or would comprehend the drastic and 
reactionary nature of the changes con- 


templated, In the meantime, the Bill 
had been discussed, and, in the main 
approved of, by various educational 


authorities from the point of view of their 
personal interests; and the interests of 
the teachers had been well looked after 
by their powerful organisation, which 
had been unceasing in its efforts, and 
which had been able to claim that all or 








1239 Education 


nearly every one of their recommendations 
had been embodied in the Bill, and 
whose one desire was to see the Bill 
speedily passed in its present shape. 
It had also been approved of by 
voluntary school managers, who were 
specially intercsted in certain provisions 
of the Bill, which. while continuing 
unimpaired the existing contro] of their 
schools, permitted not only of further 
grants from Imperial and Scotch sources, 
but also from the rates, at the will of a 
school board, subject to such conditions as 
the school board might impose. The Bill 
had also the active approval of the 
Glasgow School Board, as, by the Bill. 
not only was its own autonomy preserved, 
but a further population of not less than 
208,000 was added to its existing popula- 
tion of 623,000, by the abolition of Govan 
as a Separate school board district. Then 
it went without saying that the teachers 
in both the Govan and Glasgow schools 
actively supported the Bill, inasmuch as 
they believed that the larger area would 
furnish them with a greater field for 
promotion. Now, these were all power- 
ful influences, whose opinions on educa- 
tional matters had deservedly much 
weight with the general public in 
Scotland, although, in the matter of this 
Bill their personal interests predominated. 
The Bill had been but little discussed 
from the point of view of the general 
public. There had been a great deal of 
head-shaking and disapproval of the Bill 
in many influential quarters, but there 
had been no organisation to combat the 
powerful influences at work on the part 
of interested education authorities, and, 
hence, it was claimed that the feeling of 
Scotland was in favour of the Bill, 
whilst, in reality, the nature of the Bill and 
its effect had been little discussed from 
the point of view of the parents and the 
general public. Finally, the Bill had the 
hearty approval of the Scotch Educat'on 
Department, by whom it had been drawn 
up; who had collared for education nearly 
all the Imperial grants given to Scotland, 
and who, by the Bill, had centralised in 
themselves (a body sitting in London), 
practically all power and authority as 
regarded education in Scotland; whilst 
the education authorities and even the 
provincial councils created by the Bill 
were simply so much _ educational 





machinery to carry out the behests of the 
Mr. Caldwell. 
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Department. The distribution of huge 
grants of money were at the unfettered 
disposal of the Department. The Bill no 
doubt provided for these monies being 
distributed under Minutes to be laid 
before Parliament; but whilst thes» 
Minutes were put on the Table tor in- 
formation, there was no power in the 
House of Commons to discuss and amend 
them, or to prevent their coming into 
effect, except by the drastic remedy of a 
change of Government produced by a 
cefeat on the Education Estimates. 


When the Education Bill of last yea 
was introduced it seemed to meet with 
a favourable reception. That approval, 
however, was not due to any inheren* 
merits of the Bill, but rather to the relicf 
that was felt when it was announced 
that, contrary to the English Bill, and 
to the arguments of the Government 
thereon, tae Bill continued the recogni- 
tion of the principle of popularly-slecte 
school beards. It was not a case cf 
approval of the Bill as being better for 
education, but of relief that the Bill 
was not worse. He had been unfortunate 
in not having an opportunity of speaking 
oa the Bill of last sess on, either on ts 
introduction or on the Second Reading. 
If, therefore, he went pretty fully iato 
the Bill on this oceasion, it was because 


this was the first and only opportunity 


which he had had for discussing the Bill 
asa Whole. Besides, there were obvious 
advantages of a full discussion on Second 
Reading. 


The leading features of the B 1! were 
that, in the first place. it abolished 
#20 parish and parish district school 
Loards and fifty-seven burgh schowl 
beards, substituting for them 107 coun‘ y 
and county district school boards and 
four burgh school boards, Glasgow (in- 
cluding Govan, Partick, Kinning Pars, 
Rutherglen, and Pollokshaws), Edinburgh 
(including Leith), Dundee, and Aberdeen 
making one hundred and eleven in ali. 
Secondly, the Bill also sought to deprive 
county councils and town councils ot 
residue granted to them by Parliament 
in 1890—amounting roughly to £70 QUO 
per annum—which they had power to 
apply either to the relief of rates, or to 
technical education, but which they had 
been applying to the extent of three 
fourths to technical education and ot 
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only one-fourth to the relief of rates. 
Thirdly, the Bill further sought to de- 
prive local authorities of a large por- 
tion of the residue given to them under 
the Act of 1892—being a sum of ten 
shillings per child in average attendance, 
loss certain preferential payments 
amounting to about £168.000. Tnis, for 


the current vear worked out at a clear | 


residue of £182,000, obtained by taking 
the fee grant of this year (£350,000), and 
deducting the preferential payments. 
The residue was an annually increasing 
one, increasing with the increase in the 
s‘hoolattendance. The Bill of last session 
uppropriated the whole of the residue. 
The present Bill allowed local authorities 
to retain a fixed sum of £100,000, but 
appropriated the balance, namely, £82,000 
u year, plus the increment of future years. 
Fourthly, the Bill deprived popalarly- 
elected bodies, such as county councils 
and town councils, of that say and contro! 
in subsidising secondary and technical 
education, both in counties and burghs, 
which they had been exercising for the 
list fifteen years to the great benefit 
of secondary and technical education 
within their districts. In the distribution 
of this money, the local authorities were 
able to act on their own local knowledge 
of the value of the secondary educational 
work done in counties and burghs, and, 
having no schools of their own, these 
local authorities were able to treat 
all schools impartially in the distribu- 
tion of the grants. No complaints 
had been made against the distribution, 
whilst no valid reason had been assigned 
why county councils and town councils 
should be superseded in the management 
of these funds. The great value of 
popularly - elected bodies lay in the 
interest in education which was thereby 
created and aroused in the community, 
and which was so essential to the progress 
of education. 


Although education was not in Scotland | 


a Party question, there was much in this 
Bill which partook of a Party character. 


The Liberal policy had always been to) 
encourage, whilst the Conservative policy | 
had generally been to discourage, popu- | 


larly-elected management and control. 
The present Government favoured county 
councils, but a Liberal 


passed the Education Act, 1872, estab- 
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| lishing school boards in every parish 
and burgh in Scotland, which the present 
Bill sought to abolish. A Liberal 
Government also took an early oppor- 
tunity to establish parish councils in every 
parish, and so brought popularly-elected 
institutions as close as possible to the doors 
of the people. Parish councils, no doubt, 
would next be threatened if the present 
Government had a longer lease of power. 
That the people of Scotland appreciated 
the management of their local affairs was 
shown by the avidity with which populous 
places, consisting of 700 inhabitants, had 
been erected into burghs. In England 
the present Government had abolished 
popularly-elected school boards, and had 
relegated education to be deait with by 
an education committee appointed by 
the county council. In Sestland the 
Government had not dared to go that 
length; but they had gone a long way in 
that direction by seeking to abolish 
1,000 school boards and to replace them 
by only 111 school boards; whilst at the 
same time depriving county councils and 
town councils of all say in secondary 
education. 


From this survey, it must be obv:ous 
that the Bill opened up a wide field for 
discussion, and that it was not a Bill 
which ought to be aliowed to pass with- 
out such a full discussion, both on Second 
Reading and in Committee, which the 
importance of education, and the great 
changes involved, necessarily demanded. 
Schools giving public education—not 
wholly of an elementary character, but 
including secondary —had existed in every 
parish in Scotland since 1696, and in some 
cases before that. The parish was not 
only the area for education, but also for 
the church, the management of the poor, 
and such like. Aceustomed to act to- 
gether in every matter relating to the 
parish area, and affecting the well-being 
of the parishioners, each parish came 
to have a unity and characteristic 
‘of its own, which made it differ 
essentially from any of its neighbouring 
parishes. Accordingly, the Education 
Act, 1872. not only perpetuated the 
parish area, but also established school 
'boards in burghs, handing over to these 
latter the schools in the burgh which 
were of a secondary character. Parlia- 
| ment thus recognised that education was 
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essentially bound up with the life of the | 


people, and that the inhabitants of burghs 
might have views and aspirations with 
regard to education totally different from 
those in the landward portion of parishes. 
No complaints had been made of the 
‘manner in which existing school boards 
had performed their work. On the con- 
trary, the reports of His Majesty’s 
inspectors spoke most highly of educa- 
tional progress, and of the manner in 
which education, both primary and 
secondary, was being encouraged, alike by 
parents, ratepayers, and local authorities. 
There was nothing which a school board 
created under this Bill, might do which 
could not be equally and better done by 
existing school boards, if the power 
were conferred. 

The county and county district 
area which it was proposed by the 
Bill to substitute was quite a modern 
area, with no special reference to popu- 
lation, and formed with reference to such 
subjects as roads and bridges, sanitation, 
and the like, matters in which the people 
of the district had a common interest as 
ratepayers, but not affecting their life so 
closely as education. The county and 
county district area presented every 
variety and anomaly. Let him take 
for a contrast Buteshire—the con- 
stituency of Mr. Graham Murray 
who brought forward the Bill of last 
session—and Compare it with the Middle 
Ward of Lanarkshire, in which Mid 
Lanark was situated. Buteshire, with a 
population of 18,787 had at present two 
school boards in Arran, three in Bute, 
and one in Cumbre. By the Bill Bute- 
shire would have three school boards— 
one in each of Arran, Bute, and Cumbre, 
the latter having only a population of 
1,800. The Middle Ward of Lanarkshire, 
on the other hand, which had a popula- 
tion of 322,000, about four times the 
population of Dumbartonshire and three 
times the population of Perthshire, and 
covered an area extending from and 
including Airdrie to Cambuslang and 
thence to Shotts, was only to have one 
school board, and the existing nineteen 
school boards were to be abolished, the 
officers and servants being pensioned. 
In the case of Renfrewshire, with a popu- 
lation of 295,000, there were to be two 
school boards, whilst twenty-three exist- 
ing schoo] boards were to be abolished. 


Mr, Caldwell, 
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The effect of this change of area was 
that the parishes and burghs in Scotland 
which had hitherto had the full control 
of their education—the appointment and 
dismissal of teachers, the fixing of salaries, 
the erection of school buildings, the 
determination of the school rate, th> 
enforcement of compulsory powers and 
the exemption of children from attendance 
at school—would be deprived of that con- 
trol, which would be exercised by a 
school board whose head office. no doubt, 
would be in some central position in the 
county Or county district, bat which 
would be equally inconvenient for a large 
number of parishes. 

The Bill, although discarding the 
parish and burgh area in regard to 
school control, had not been able 
altogether to discard the parish area. 
Each parish was to be separately assess-d 
for the annual sum necessary to pay oii 
existing loans for school buildings erected 
in the parish, whilst the annual sum 
necessary to pay off future loans for any 
new school buildings which the school 
board created by the Bill might erect was 
to be charged upon the parish or parishes 


whose educational requirements the 
schools were calculated to serve. A 
parish council might appeil to the 


Education Department against any deter- 
mination of the school board on this 
matter of capital expenditure for schools. 
The whole of the other expenditure of 
the school board, including schoo! 
board contests, was to be paid out of the 
common fund of the entire school board 
district, to be apportioned among the 
parishes according to their valuations in 
the valuation roll, The school rate was 
to be collected in each parish along witli 
the poor rate, and was to be subject to 
the same classification of occupier’s rate 
(if any) as the poor rate. The school 
rate would not, therefore, be uniform 
throughout the education district, but 
the Bill provided a means for arriving at 
a hypothetical rate in determining cer- 
tain grants. At present, a parish or 
burgh was left free to rate itself, to 
appoint its own teachers, and to push on 
its own education untrammelled by any 
interference of neighbouring parishes. 
By the Bill it might find itself thwarted 
in its desire to appoint a superior class 
of teachers by a majority of representa- 
tives who might decline to assess the 
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whole district for such increased expendi- 
ture, whilst the parish or burgh would 
not be able to burden its ownrate. A 
school board might also insist on a parish 
or burgh accepting against its will a 
teacher from another school in the same 
education district whom the school board 
might be desirous of promoting. The 
necessary effect of combining parishes 
into a county or county district area 
would be that some parishes would have 
to pay more school rate and others less 
than heretofore. Parshes who were to 
pay less might be expected to be satisfied, 
but parishes which were to pay more 
would have a decided grievance. The 
sill did not present an equitable solu- 
tion of this matter. Some adjustment 
would be required having regard to the 
existing variety of school rate in the 
different parishes. 


The wider area would lead to extrava- 
gance of management without any 
corresponding educational benefit, whilst 
the management would drift more and 
more into the hands of officials and 
further away from popular control. 
Indeed, that was just one of the results 
which the teachers expected to follow 
from the larger area, The larger area 
would also render it impossible for 
working men from a distance to become 
members Of the school board. Provision 
would have to be made for payment of 
expenses. The Bill provided for the 
ippointment of school managers. In 
the case of the four larger burghs, the 
-chool board might, but were not bound 
to, appoint managers either for one 
school or for a group of schools. All 
existing school boards had that power 
which was conferred by the Act of 1872; 
but it had been little, if ever, acted upon. 
The existing school boards had under- 
taken the work personally, which was 
in the interest of all concerned, whether 
teacher or pupil, parent or ratepayer. 
In the case of county or county district 
school boards managers, must be ap- 
pointed for each school or group of 
schools under their charge. The number 


of managers and the appointment of the 
managers rested with the school board 
and not with the people of the parish, 
The Bill of last year did provide that 
two-thirds of the managers were to be 
appointed, in the case of schools situated 
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in a burgh by the town council, and in 
other cases by the parish council or the 
landward committee. Even that little 
concession to local control was ta‘en 
away by the Bill of this year, showing 
to what an extent the Bill was being 
controlled in the supposed interest of 
the teachers. School mauagers were to 
have no power of raising money by rate 
or loan, or of incurring capital expendi- 
ture, or of appoiating or dismissing 


teachers, whilst the managers must 
observe such rules, conditions, and 


restrictions as the schoo] board mighs 
from time to tim? prescribe. Tho 
managers were to include the membe- 
or members of the school board repre- 
senting the electoral division or burgh, 
as the case might be, in which the schoc | 
was situate, The appointment of mana- 
gers under such circumstances was simply 
a sham. giving an appearance of local 
control where, in reality, there was none. 
He wished the teachers much jov in their 
association with the class of managers 
who accepted office under such condi- 
tions. Certainly, the status of such 
managers could not be compared with 
the status of members of existing 
school boards chosen by the people. 


There was another matter specially 
affecting the interest of the parent dealt 
with in the Bill, namely, the school 
attendance committee. At present the 
power of compelling parents to perform 
their duty of providing efficient elemen- 
tary education, and of granting exemp- 
tion to individual children from the 
obligation to attend school, was vested 
in, and was exercised personally by, the 
members of the school board. who were 
personally acquainted with the district, 
with the circumstances of the people, 
and with the conditions of employment. 
That was one of the most importans 
duties which school boards had to per- 
form. It was laid upon them bv the 
Act of 1901. In the wider area, a parish 
might only have one school board repre- 
sentative. The bill provided for delega- 
tion to» a school attendance committee 
or committees of their own number to 
which they were to have power (but there 
was no compulsion) to add— 

“Such number of persons connected with the 
locality, not being members of the schoo! board, 
as they may see fit, not exceeding one-half of 
the whole number of the committee.” 








1247 Education 

There was no security here that parents 
would continue to receive that protection 
which at present they were receiving 
from the local knowledge of school 
board representatives, There was a 
good deal of friction arising at 
present owing to the action of 
the Department in seeking to over-ride 
the exemptions granted by school boards. 
He had had this matter brought under his 
notice in visitations throughout Mid 
Lanark and he had no hesitation in say- 
ing that ma‘ters were approaching a 
crisis. Perhaps it might be said that the 
wider area would result in fewer exemp- 
tions being granted. Yes, but fewer 


exemptions might in many cases mean | 


greater poverty and the inability 
of par¢nts to feed and clothe their 


childre:—the man with the smallest 
and most precarious wage having 
not infrequently the largest family. 


The Education Act of 1872, in making 
education compulsory, recognised that 
education was a matter of personal and 
vital concern to parents, and an interfer- 
ence with parental duty and responsi- 
bility. Prior to 1872 education was not 
compulsory, although asa rule parents 
did give their children an education com- 
patible with their means. As education 
was not compulsory, the parent had the 
choice of school, especially in populous 
places. The effect of the 1872 Act was 
to kill private adventure schools and to 
leave parents with no choice of school 
other than Board school. The Act, how- 
ever, appointed school boards for every 
parish and burgh, to whom the control 
of education was handed over. In order 
that the interests of parents might be 
protected, a wide franchise for school 
board purposes was adopted, not merely 
household suffrag? in counties, but of 
every person whose name appeared on 
the valuation roll, without any disquali- 
fication through non-payment of rates. 
For the better protection of minorities 
the cumulative vote was givea. Not 
only was the cumulative vote taken 
away, which no one objected to, 
but this personal touch and _ control 
of the parent in the electing of a 
parish school board was also taken away 
in breach of the undertaking given when 
education was made compulsory. 

He asked, now, what was the justifi- 
cation for such a drastic change as the 
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abolition of parish and burgh school 
boards. It was not said that the 
management of education by existing 
school boards had been a failure. On 
the contrary, the annual Reports of the 
Scotch Education Department were a 
series of annual congratulations of the 
steady progress of education both in 
regard to school attendance and quality. 
By the Hstimates, the grant this year 
was now £1 4s. per scholar. In the last 
published Report of the Department, 
that for the year ended August 3lst, 
1903, it was stated— 

**The increase in the number of scholars on 
the register, 16,875, as compared with an in- 
crease of 1,177 for the preceding year, is suffici- 
ently striking ; but it is all the more remarkable 
that it is traceable for the most part to an in- 
crease in thenumber of olderscholars. The in- 
crease may be taken as a measure of the efficacy 
of the Education (Scotland) Act, 1901, and it is 
satisfactory to find that it has been accompaniet 
by more than a corresponding increase in the 
average attendance. The percentage of aver- 
age attendance to the number on the register, 
85 per cent., is the best on record. ” 


(Scotland) Bul’. 


Again, it could not be said that the 
wider area would attract a better class 


of members for the schvol board. Take 
the case of Glasgow Schoo! Board. He 


did not think that there was any special 
superiority in the members of that 
school board; whilst on smaller school 
boards, from the very faci that they were 
smaller aid possessed a local interest, 
some of the best educational talent 
would be found. There remained, how- 
ever, one argument which was put 
forward in every speech delivered from 
the Government Bench in support of 
the county area in the English Bill, 
namely, that of co-ordinating all educa- 
tion, primary and secondary, in one 
education authority. The word ‘co- 
ordination”’ in their mouths rolled as 
sweetly as the blessed word Mesopo- 
tamia. However applicable the co- 
ordination argument might have been in 
the case of England, it was utterly 
inapplicable to the case of Scotland. In 
England the education to be given was 
elementary and was so described in the 
Act of 1870; and many were familiar 
with the Cockerton case, where the 
London School Board was surcharged 
for providing education which was of a 
secondary character. In Scotland, on 
the other hand, there never had been 
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any division of education into elemen- | were thirty-two of such schools under 
tary and secondary, and the Education| school boards. The schools did 
(Scotland) Act, 1872, made no such dis- | not get grants under the day school 
tinction. Thenational system of education | Code, but they got grants from funds 
in Seotland was never limited to elemen- | allotted for secondary education, and 
tary. The parish schools were the usual | they received bursars and free scholars 
feeders of the University. Under the | trom other schools. In addition to these 
Act of 1872 eleven of the burgh schools, | there were continuation classes in centres 
now under the management of the school | all over Scotland, which took cognisance 
hoard, were scheduled as  higher-class | of all forms of specialised instruction, 





schools, and school boards were! from the most elementary to that 
empowered, subject to the approval of | given in specially — selected central 


the Department, to convert any of the | institutions, which, according to 
schools under their management into | last year’s Education Report, might be 
higher-class public schools. By an Act | deseribed as Industrial Universities. 
passed in 1878, the application of the} These central institutions were :—1, 





_. FE 





school fund was authorised for the 
purposes of these schools. 

therefore, there no 
between elementary — and 
education, and all forms of education were 
co-ordinated in existing school boards 


was distinction 


The manner in which this co-ordination 
carried Out under school boards 
was very Interesting, and much developed 
during the last few vears, The ordinary 
State-vided board schools, in receipt of 
Parliamentary grants under the Code 
had two ascending stages of secondary 
edueation. (1) The supplementary courses 


Was 


for those who had passed the elementary | 


stage, and were compelled to remain at 
school till fourteen years of age. (2) 
Higher-grade departments might be 
formed in any Board school for those 
pupils who, having obtained the merit 


certificate, desired to carry their education | 
were | 


further. These departments 
intended as preparatory training for 
entrance to higher-elass and secondary 
schools, as well as for carrving forward 
the education of who did not 
intend to embark upon a regular cur- 
riculum of study in a higher-class school, 
but who might intend to leave school 
between fifteen and sixteen years of age. 
There had been a remarkable increase in 
the number of these higher-grade depart- 
ments from thirty-six in operation in 
1902-3 to seventy at the beginning of 
session 1004. In addition to the 
ordinary State-aided Board schools in 
receipt of Parliamentary grants, existing 
school boards had, as he had already 
stated, higher-class’ publie — schools, 
where secondary and technical education 
might be carried to any height. There 


VOL. CXLY. 


those 


[FourrH SERIEs.] 


Tn Seotland, | 


secondary | 


Dundee Technical Institute; 2, E:in- 
burgh Heriot Watt College; 3, Glasgow 
and West of Seotland Technical College ; 
t, Glasgow School of Art; 5, Edinburgh 
and Kast of Scotland College of Agrieul- 
ture; 6, The West of Scotland Agricul- 
tural College; and, in process of establish- 
ment; 7, Aberdeen Agricultural College. 
Sesides the thirty-two higher-class publie 
schools under school hoards, there were 
twenty-four eidowed schools, and thirty- 
eight schools under voluntary managers, 
| making ninety-four in all, which were 
| under inspection as higher-class schools. 
| These schools had 17,921 children of all 
ages on the school roll—-one half of that 
number being in the thirty two schools 
under ths management of school boards. 
Of the total 17,921 children on the roll, 
L551 were under twelve vears of age, 
most probably receiving preparatory 
training; leaving 13,570 children on the 
roll twelve years of age and upward. 
It was obvious that the instruction given 
in these higher-elass schools was of a 
totally different character from the 
primary and secondary instruction given 
in the ordinary State-aided schools, which 
were the feeders of these higher-class 
schools; and that these higher-class 
schools were as much distinct from the 
ordinary State-aided schools as were the 
Universities [rom the higher-claxs schools, 
Education in Scotland naturally divided 
itself into three divisions: (1) the State- 
aided schools where all primary and 
secondary education of a kind was carried 
on; (2) the purely secondary and technical 
schools ; and (5) the Universities. Each 
of these divisions required different edu- 
cational qualifications for management. It 
would be abs id that the 806 ),000 children 
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on the school registers of State-aided 
schools should have their whole educa- 
tional system upset for the sake of co- 
ordinating and controlling it in the 
interest of the 15,570 children in the 
secondary schools with whom there was 
nothing in common. If co-ordination 
was to be a principle, why not carry it to 
its logical conclusion and co-ordinate the 
whole three divisions ; University educa- 
tion as well? Existing school boards 
had been proceeding in the direc: 
tion of higher education as fast as 
indeed, according to Sir Henry Craik’s 
Report on Higher Education, much faster 
than—the capacities and circumstances 
of the pupils would allow. Sir Henry 
Craik said— 

“One drawback to which the inspectors 
have frequently adverted as a hindrance to 
efliciency shows some signs of diminishing. 
This is the fact that scholars who come to 
the secondary schools from the primary schools 
are not always fitted by previous education to 
take their places in the same class with those 
who have had the advantave of being trained 
with a view to higher edueation. This 
tendency is found to be largely increased by 
bursaries and free places, which are provided 
out of the amount available for secondary 
edueation for scholars from primary schools.” 


Again, speaking on the subject of the 
growth of over-pressure, Sir Henry said 

“Tt remains to be added that by far the 
most serious feature which the reports of the 
inspectors reveal is the continued steady 
growth of over-pressure in the upper classes of 
many of the secondary schools. — Inquiries 
made in ditferent parts of the country show 
that, under existing circumstances, it is no 
uncommon thing for boys, and even for girls, to 
spend five or six ho irs nightly on home less ons. 
It must be obvious that the nervous strain 
entailed is excessive, and that it cannot fil to 
react unfavourably on the intellectual no less 
than on the physical development of at least 
a certain proportion of the pupils.” 

These higher-class schools—both the 
thirty-two under school board manage- 
ment and the sixty-two under authorities 
other than school boards—were all in- 
spected by inspectors sclect.d by the 
Department, at a cost of £6,300 for 
these inspections; and for the leaving 
certificate examinations. The inspectors 
conferred with the school authorities as 
to methods of instru tion. and pointed 
out weaknesses, and showed how defects 
might be removed. According to Re- 
turns for the year 1900-1, these higher- 
class schools were in receipt of ample 
junds. They received grants from funds 
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| allotted to secondary and technical educa- 
‘tion of £61,000; from endowments 
| £33,551; from fees (including fees of 
bursars and free scholars) £85,381; from 
rates £25,007; or a total of £203,719. 
This Bill did not propose in any way to 
'touch any of the schools other than 
those under the management of existing 
school hoards, the new school boards 
sunply coming in place of, and as 
successors to, existing school boards. 
Existing school boards could do evervy- 
thing which the new school hoards 
could do under the Bill if existing schoo! 
boards had the same powers conferred 
upon them, whilst the whole complications 
caused by the wider area would be 
avoided. 


The Bill was mainly a Bill of machinery 
for transferring education from existing 
school boards to the school boards 
created by the Bill. The first 24 clauses 
all had reference to, and were necessitated 
by, that transference. Clauses 24 to 28 
inclusive, which dealt with additional 
borrowing powers; additional general 
powers; differential scale oi fees; and 
keeping and audit of school board ac- 
counts, could be put in a Bill conferring 
these powers on existing school boards. 
Part IIT. relating to provincial councils for 

education would apply whether the school 
boards were the existing school Loards, 
or were the school boards created under 
the Bill. The same with regard to Part 
[V. relating to the Education (Scotland) 
Fund and h'gher education, Clauses 35 
to 40 inclusive would go out, whilst, if 
desired, Clauss 41 to 47 inclusive could 
be made to apply to existing school 
boards. The remaining clauses, excepting 
Clause 55, would go ovt. That the Bill 
was s mply one of transference from exist- 
ing school boards to school boards created 
under the Bill was shown by the fact that 
thirty-seven clauses were all connected 
with, and caused by, that transfer, and 
only eighteen clauses related to matter of 
new powers, which could Le dealt with by 
themselves and applicd to existing school 
boards. As he had pointed out, the edu- 
ication would be more efficient under 
,existing school boards, whilst the funds 


available for education would be the 
same. ‘The real fact wasthat the changes 


of area had been brought about largely 
at the instance of those who seemed to 











-_ 














AAs tata IO 





Kduecation 


think that their personal interests might 
be promoted by the change. 


It was fancied by some teachers that the 
wider area might lead to more lavish ex- 
penditure and to an increase in teachers’ 
salaries. That there might be lavish 
expenditure might be expected, but not 
necessarily in the way of increase of 
teachers’ salaries. In practice, it would 
probably be found that, in some cases. 
it would work out towards lavishness 
of expenditure, but in other 
chiefly rural districts, the tendency 
might be.in the reverse direction. 
Where there was a large populous centre 
with a large representation on the school 
board, combined into an education 
district with agricultural parishes with a 
large valuation and a small population, no 
doubt there might be a temptation to in- 
crease expenditure if the increase were 
largely borne by the country parishes. 
In other cases, where a burgh was formed 
into an education district with a number 
of country parishes, the estate factor and 
the large ratepayers in the parish who 
might rule the scbool board might go in 
for economy, and might not sympathise 
with the educational aspirations of the 
townspeople. They all knew the extra- 
ordinary effect which the mer: prop sal 
of aw one penny per pound tax for free 
libraries produced on some minds, His 
own. decided conviction was that teachers 
would find that the more their work com- 
mended itself to the parents, and to the 
community in which they taught, and the 
closer the parents and the community 
were to the purse-strings, untrammelled 
by any outside interference, the better 
would it be for the pecuniary interests of 
the teacher. It would, in his opinion, 
deprive the teachers of much public 
sympathy and support if the idea got 
abroad that it was in their interest, or 
through their representations, that the 
people of parishes and burghs were de- 
prived of the exclusive management of 
the parish schools. 


Cases, 


It was also said by some teachers 
that the wider area would afford a 
greater opportunity for promotion. 
That, however, was an entire mis- 
take. Automatic promotion in an 
education district might, no doubt, give 
advancement to teachers whose abilities 
were of so mediocre a character as not 
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otherwise to secure them promotion, On 
the other hand, the teacher of enterprise 
and ability might find that he required to 
wait for almost a lifetime for promotion in 
his educational district and that it would 
probably not be much when it did come. 
There would necessarily be no promotion 
lor the man at the top. At present, with 
a thousand school boards in existence, a 
teacher in any part of Scotland might 
apply fora vacancy in any other part, ex- 
cepting perhaps in the case of a few of 
the larger school boards which, being 
large, were kept strictly preserved, and 
which would still be preserved under the 
Bill. Et was found, in practice, that 
educational talent found its way from the 
remote Highland parish to the great educa- 
tional centres in the South. If, however, 
every educational district was to be kept 
as a preserve for the promotion of its own 
teachers, a teacher would necessarily find 
every other education district closed to 


him, unless, indeed, he began at the 
bottom and automatically worked 
his way up. Automatic promotion 


might benefit the inferior teacher, but 
it would spell ruin to the teacher 
of ability, who would be deprived of 
the usual incentive to push his work. 
School boards who were anxious to save 
the rates would, no doubt, welcome 
promotion within their district, as pro- 
motions could take place without in 
creasing salaries, and simply involve the 
putting of a new teacher at the bottom 
of the list. 


The wider area was further approved 
because it was said that the wider 
area would remove the teacher further 
from local influence, and protect a 
teacher against capricious dismissal. 
Lord Balfour of Burleigh, when Secre- 
tary for Scotland, made inquiries into 
cases of alleged capricious dismissal, 
with the result that, in his judgment, 
there were very few of the cases which 
could not be justified. Nearly all the 
employees in this country were subject 
to capricious dismissal on receiving the 
usual notice. It was a risk which every 
employee ran, and there was not likely 
to be much sympathy for teachers 
under this head of complaint. It was 
diflicult to see how a teacher’s position 
could be comfortable, or the interest of 
education could be served, if he had not 
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the yood - will and sympathy of the | promoted by the hearty sympathy and co- 


people,of the locality, It was not | 
practicable that an employer should, in 
every case, be called on to give reasons 
justifying every dismissal,even where very | 
substantial reasons might exist. Inthe case 
of a school board, a teacher had a greater 
protection against capricious dismissal | 
than in the case of a private employer 
of labour. There was first, the protec- 
tion of the school board as a whole, a 
Majority of whom must concur in the 
dismissal. Then, if harshly or unjustly 
treated, a teacher could the 
sympathy of the parents which, worked 
up by the teachers’ organisation, was 
more likely to extended to the 
teacher (the individual sufferer) than to 
school board representatives. Probably, 
in most cases, the wider area would 


enlist 


be 


prove to the disadvantage of the 
teacher. Whilst parish school boards | 


might bear with a teacher, and hesitate | 
to dismiss owing to the local sympathy | 
that might be evoked, a district school 
board would not have the same influences 
to fear; and the dismissal might take 
place even although the school board 
representatives of the locality might 
unanimously vote against it. Of course, 
if the bad influences of a locality were 
removed from the teacher by the wider 
“area, so might the good influences of | 
the locality unavail when an increase of | 


operation of the parent with the teacher 
and the teaching. The removal of that 


sympathy and co-operation from school 


| pleasant for the teacher. 


work could not make the teaching more 
There was on 
effect of the reduction of the number of 
school boards from 1,000 to 111, that the 
new school boards would be much 
stronger, and would be able to combine 
more easily against the teachers’ com 
bination. However, that was a matter 
which might be left to experience to 
settle. As a rule, changes did not work 
out to all the advantages which the pro- 
moters of the change expected. The evils 
of an existing system were ever present, 
for they were daily experienced, but the 
evils of a new system were not present to 
the mind, but had to be learned by ex- 
perience, ‘There was one point referred to 
by the Lord-Advocate regarding the grants 
viven for education which the different 
iocal authorities were claiming to retain. 
When the di<cussion on this Bill was going 


‘on last year, Lord Dunedin, when Secre- 


tary for Scotland, stated that there were 
only two men in the House who under- 
stood these grants. Lord Dunedin re 
ferred to himself as one; him 
(Mr. Caldwell) as the other. 


and to 


He must say, 


-he was not surprised at the imperfect 


Lord-Advocate 
made as to these grants. The subject 
was a somewhat complicated one, and lhe 


statement which the 


salary or other preterment was desired. | feared it would not be possible in the 


| 
| 


He had thus dealt at length with the | matter clearly. 


very few minutes left to explain the 
He would only say that 


ubjection said to be entertained by some | prior to 1888 certain local grants-in-aid 


teachers, but not, as he knew, by all 


teachers. He had not been able | 
to discover any educational, or even | 
financial, reason for abolishing the | 


parish and burgh arca and adopting | 
a county or county district area which 
was quite unsuitable alike for primary 
and secondary education, There really | 
could and to be, 
real antagonism between the interest | 
of the parents and the interest of the | 
teachers, They had a common object, | 
the education of the child, and the educa- | 


be, ought no 


| both for England and Scotland, appeared 


on the Estimates, and that in connection 
with the Local Government Legislation 
in 1888 a certain proportion of probat 
duty (now estate duty), and certain 
licences were transferred to Local Taxa 
(ion Accounts, to which these grant» 
were to be transferred, a further amount 


_being added with the view of making 


personalty contribute to local taxation. 
[In the case of England, Kngland’s share 
was given wholly in relief of rates; but 
ia the case of Scotland, Scotland’s share 


tional progress of the child would best be | (atter providing for the Votes transferred) 
Mr, Caldwell, 
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Adjournment, 
was wholly applied te the relief of school 
fees, and, with a further sum of £40,000 
given in 1900, education in Scotland had 
been in receipt of a fee grant of 12s. per 
child from moneys which, in the case of 
In 


I8v2, when England got 10s. per child of 


Kngland, went to relieve the rates. 


a fee grant, Scotland, although provided 
with L2s. out of Scotch money, became 
entitled to an equivalent of a similar 
that 


now was the time to recoup the local 


amount, Parliament considered 
rating authorities for what, in the interest 
of education, they had yiven up in 1889, 
and, after making certain prior fixed 
charges, ineluding £60,000 per annum for 
secondary education and £30,000 per 
annum for University education, the Act 


of J892 directed the balance to be 
apportioned among the local rating | 


ae : ; aol 
authorities, who had been in receipt of it 


ever since. The amount of this balance | 
was estimated at £182,000 this year, and 
the 


There was absolutely no justification for 


increased with school attendance. 
taking from local authorities any portion 
of that amount, but it was now on the 
stroke of midnight, and he did not mean 


tu talk the Second Reading out. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 
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Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy 


said he would like to take advantage of 


Burghs 


this opportunity of asking the Patronage 
Secretary whether he could give the 
House any idea when the post of Junior 
Lord of the Treasury was going to be 
tilled. 


public scandal. This office of public 


This matter was becoming a 


profit under the Crown had now been 
without an occupant for two or three 
months. He had put a Question to the 
Prime Minister on the subject and the 
Answer was that it was under considera- 
tion. Was. at this moment, the post of 
Junior Lord of the Treasury really vacant? 
That was a matter on which there was 
He hoped that 
the right hon. Gentlemin the Patronage 


a difference of opinion. 


Secretary, with his usual lucidity and 


practical experience, would give the 
House some information on the point. 
If Mr. Gerald Loder was not at this 
moment Junior Lord of the Treasury, 
when was the post going to be filled up ? 
Were the Government going to make a 
whole 


country that they were unable to find a 


declaration in the face of the 
safe seat for Mr. Gerald Loder or some 
He presumed that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Patronage Secre- 


other supporter. 


| tary must have been looking up Whitaker’s 


| Almanack to see where he could find a 


Bill read a second time, and com: | 


mitted for To-morrow. | 
} 





ADJOURNMENT. | 
l'un PARLIMENTARY SECRETARY | 
or THE TREASURY (Sir A. AcbLanp- 
Hoop, Somersetshire, Wellington): I beg | 


| 
to move that the House do now adjourn. | 


Motion made, and Question propused, 


‘That this House do now adjourn.” 
\ (Sir A, Aclund-Hood.) 


/a& majority 


constituency where the Government had 
of 2,000 3,000. The 
Government were not treating the House 


or 


It was not fair tu 
They 


all recognised the splendid service he 


fairly in this matter. 


the Patronage Secretary himself. 


rendered in the House, and the amount 
of anxiety he had in keeping his Party 
together at the present time. This was 
a stage when the right hon. Gentleman 


ought not to be short-handed in his staff 


and, from considerations of humanity, 
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the right hon, Gentleman ought not to be 
so overworked. He should have a full 
staff, for he required more scouting done 
than at any previous period in the 
history of the present Administration. 
It was probably true that the general 
election was so close at hand that the 
right hon. Gentleman was willing to 
perform this extra duty so as not to put 
any constituency to the trouble of an 
election. If that 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to tell 


were the case 


the House so. It seemed to him that the 
sooner this post was filled the better it 
would be for the Government, and he 
could not see any reason for delay. 
Were the 


election, or had they appointed some 


rovernment afra‘d of a by- 


Gentleman to the post and so created 
a feeling of dissatisfaction on the part of 


others of their followers 2 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) said he de- 
sired to himself with his 
wish for further 
information in regard to this very im- 
Were the 


ment considering the appointment of 


associate 
hon. friend in_ his 


portant matter. Grovern- 
a Scotsman to this vacant post? That 
There 


was, for instance, the hon. Member for 


was the constitutional usage. 
Partick who would make a most suit- 
Would the 


Government not give him a look in? 


able occupant of the office. 


There might be reasons, which it would 
not be becoming in him to mention, why 
the Government should not; but there 
was the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Kast Renfrew who had been so consistent 
in his support of the Government. He 
hoped, in any event, the Government, in 
this matter, was determined to adhero to 
constitutional 


usage and appoint a 


Scotsman. 
Mr. Dalad. 
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Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) 
said he disagreed altogether with the hon. 
that Scotland 
should receive this appointment. Every- 


body knew that the Government was 


Adjournment. 


Member for Banffshire 


more shaky in Scotland than in England ; 
and it was highly desirable that they, in 
Treland, who were philanthropists with 
tender hearts, should come to the assist- 
ance of the Government in this delicate 
There was no excuse whatever 
Tney had in Treland 


thirteen representatives, supporters of the 


situation. 
for this vacancy. 
Government, who were lawyers. Since he 
came into the House he had noticed that 
they made themselves extremely disagree- 
able on the other side of the House until 
they were taken into the Administration, 
Nearly every Irish Member of the Ad- 
ministration had been a keen critic of his 
predecessor, There was the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Belfast, who 
applied his critical and analytical mind 
to the problems of the Army, and he 
became Minister of War. Then, th, 
Ulster Tory Party had not got what they 
desired, ali hough they had been unsparing 
critics of the Government. The hon. 
Member for North Antrim had raised 
five votes against the (rovernment. 
he deserved some recognition 
from the Government. The hon. Member 
for North Antrim would be satisfied with 


Surely 


a very small place; but, now that the 


of the Government retaining 


power for a much longer period was 


chance 


diminishing, the hon. Gentleman might 
meet with the same fate as the hon. 
Member for Brighton, because he under- 
stood there was not much chance of his 
hon. 
He represented the 


being re-elected. There was the 
Member for Belfast. 
Tory democracy, and he ought to have 
a show! There was no excuse for the 


Government keeping this vacancy open 
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in view of the many candidates who 
believed themselves qualified to give 


Adjournment. 


their services. For his part, he was sure 
that hon. Members on the Irish Benches 
would be glad, in co-operation with Scoteh 
Members, to do something to get the 
Ciovernment out of the difficulty. 
invited the 
Patronage Secretary, and the suggestions 


some explanation from 


they had offered, he was certain, would 
he useful to the right hon. Gentleman. 
said that, 


*Str AJ ACLAND-HOOD 


| 


of course, he could only speak with the | 


permission of the House. 
expressed his views on this subject with- 
out undue warmth, and at no unneces- 
sary length. He could only say that, 
‘trongly as he held these opinions, he 
would net at that period of the night 
weary the House by making a further 


stitement. 


The right hon, Gentleman then walked | 


out of the Chamber amid 
POSTLION Cheers, 

Me. WHITLEY (Halifax) satd he 
thought the right hon. Gentleman had 
not treated the 
This was the only opportunity 


House with his usual 
courtesy. 
they had of obtaining information on 
He looked 


upon this matter from rather a different 


current important questions, 


point of view than that of his hon. friend. 


He regarded it as a matter of economy. 


At this point Mr. Swirr Macnert, amid 
ironical Oprosirtion cheers, left his usual 
beneh, crossed the tloor of the House, and 
took a seat on the empty Treisury 


bench. 


Mak WHITLEY, continuing, said that | 


. | 
when the Hscimates cane on he would see | 
os | 


He had already | 


(8 May 1905} 


| 


They | 
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whether the salary for this post could not 


Adjournment. 


be removed from the Vote, for obviously 
it was not necessary to vote the monev 
since it had been so clearly proved that 
the post could be left vacant for so long 
He could that 
there was not a constituency throughout 
breadth of the king- 


a period. not believe 


the length and 


‘dom which could be trustel to elect a 


supporter of the Government, and he 


hoped that the protest which had been 


| made would be continued until the House 


Was treated in a better manner. 


Me. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) said he rose to support the 
Chair. It was a peculiar thing that 
this question should he — diseussed 


from the Treasury bench by a private 


Member —the question of the salary 


of an office which the Prime Minister 
i had allowed to be so long vacant. 


ironical Op- | 


Scotland. 


He had looked into the precedents and 
found that it was in accordance with 
constitutional practice, except on rare 
occasions, that one of the Lords of the 
Treasury should always be a Member for 
When Mr. Anstruther resigned 
in 1903 on his appointment as a Director 
of the Suez Canal there was no Scotch 
seat vacant. When Ministers absented 
themselves from the Treasury bench, this 
House, so far as they could do it, was 
He believed that 
this was the first time that an 


degraded into a farce. 
Trish 
Member had addressed the 
House from the Treasury bench in defence 


Nationalist 
of law and order. He was there, with his 


What 


colleagues, to support the Chair. 


| wasthe position in which the Government, 


| whose paramount duty it was to support 


He 


slightest disre- 


the Chair, had placed the House ? 


would not show the 


spect to__the Chair, and especially not 


Adjournment 
But let 





its present occupant. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 


them look at the position in which, ney, 8.) called attention to the fact that 


as the mouthpiece of the House, Mr. 
Deputy-Speaker had been left by the 
Government! He said without fear of 
contradiction that, in the present state of 
the House, if they cho.e to impute any 
bad motives to the Government and 
violated the rules of Parliamentary pro- 
cedure—if they used language which 
infringed on the order of Parliamentary 
debate—Mr. Deputy-Speaker would ask 
them to withdraw, and if Mr. Deputy- 
Speaker named them on refusal, wher 
was the Minister who would move their 
expulsion from the House? The Prime 
Minister had left the House of Commons 
in a condition in which anything dis- 


respectful might be said; and there 
was no one who had respect for the 
Chair who could officially defend the 
He held that. with some know- 
ledge of the 
there had been Administration 


which had been gui'ty of such mora] 


Chair. 


history, since Unior 


no 

turpitude as the present. No Treasury 
bench had ever been packed with so many 
the 
Prime Minister at the expense of the 
eommunity. Noah’s Ark 
respectable institution, it only floated 
but this Adminis- 


relatives who had been slaves to 


Was @ mos‘ 
on a waste of waters ; 
tration only rested on a waste of relatives. 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) 
said that that night, for the first time, 
they had to complain of the way the 
Patronage Secretary had replied to a very 
simple Question. That 
whether the office of Junior Lord of the 


Question was 


Treasury was vacant, and they were en- 


titled to have an Answer. Two different | 


statements had been made in regard to | 


the subject —— 
Mr, Swift MacNeill, 


there were not forty Members present. 


Mr. MOONEY, ona point of order, asked 
whether the hon. Member was entitled to 
challenge a count on the Motion for the 
Adjournment. 

He is in 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: 


order, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILDL, who had 
to the seat 
the gangway on the Opposrrion side 
with 


returned corner helow 
his 
the 
challenge 


speaking seated and 
suid that he did 
degree to 


and 


hat on, not in 
slightest 


Mr. Deputy-Speaker’s ruling; but, with 


wish 


great respect, he submitted that there was 
no precedent for a count on an oceasion 
like the present. The Prime Minister or his 
representative should be present at such 
discussions when Questions of public in- 
terest might be asked. He observed that 
the hon. Member for Hackney had now 
fled. his chief the Prime Minister. 
Might he ask Mr. Deputy-Speaker for 
his ruling on the point raised. He did 
of a single precedent for it in 
He 
the gentlemen at the 


like 


not know 
their whole Parliamentary history. 
was that 


Table would instruct Mr. Deputy-Speaker. 


sure 


; *Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER counted the 
number of hon, Members present and, 
declaring that there were only thirty-six 
{Loud Oppostr1on cries of ‘* Forty-two” |, 
he said that the 


House stood now Adjourned. 


Question was that the 


at 
the 


House was Adjourned 
half after Vwelve of 
olock till To-morrow, 


The 
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Private 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 9th May, 1905. 


INTRODUCED. 
Francis, Lord Bishop of Oxford, was 
(in the usual manner) introduced. 


SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Kenmare (Z. Kenmare) sat 
first in Parliament after the death of his 
father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Gamble’s Divore> Bill [H.u.]. Order 
of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
Counsel called in. Witnesses examined. 
Moved, that the Bill be now read 2", The 
same was agreed to. Bull read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Malone’s Divorce (Validation) — Bill 
[H.L. ]. Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. Counsel called in. Moved, 
that the Biil be now read 2." The same 
was agreed to. Bill read 2* accordingly. 
and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next. 


Lautour’s Divoree Bill [H.1.]. Order 
of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
Counsel called in. Witnesses examined. 
Moved, that the Bill be now read 2". The 
same was agreed to. Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole Hoase on Thursday next. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have been complied 


with :—North Sussex Gas; Woolwich 
Borough Council. 
And also the Certificates that the 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 


ing Bills have been complied with; Gas 


and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) / 


{a.t.]; Education Board Provisional | 
Order Confirmation (London No. 1) 
{u.t.]; Education Board Provisional 
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| Order Confirmation (London No. 2) 
| [H.L. ]. 


| 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill [#.1.]. 
Reported, with Amendments, 


Hythe Corporation Bill [H.1.]. The 


| CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES informed the 


House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn. The orders made on the 
2ist of February and the 31st of March 
last discharged, and Bill committed. 


Read 


Accrington Corporation Bill. 
2 The Committee to 


2*, and committed. 


be proposed by the Committe: of 
Selection. 
Donovan’s Divorce Bill [u.u.]. A 


witness ordered to attend on the Second 
Reading of the Bill. 


Metropolitan Ele-tric Supply Company 
(Acton District) Bill [u.u.]. Report 
from the Select Committee, That the 
Commiitee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. The 
orders made on the 27th of February and 
%th of March last, discharged, and Bill 
committed. 


Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh 


Extension Order Contirmation — Bill. 
Brought from the Commons. 
Heckmondwike Improvement bill; 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribu- 
tion Company Bill. Brought from the 
Commons; read 1*; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


Marylebone Chapels Bill [u.u.}. Returned 
from the Commons agreed to. 


Bangor (County Down) Water and 
Improvement Bill [#.L.]; Matlock Bath 
Improvement Bill [1.u.]; Metropolitan 
and Great Central Rulway Comp.nies 
Bill [u.L.]; Southport, Birkdale, and 
West Lancashire Water Board bil 
[H.L.]; Formby Township Bill ‘x.1.]; 
Humber Conservancy Bill [1.1]. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That 


|the Lord O'Hagan be proposed to the 


2X 
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House as a member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of 
the Lord Chelmsford; read, and agreed 
to. 





French Neutrality 


Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh 
Extension Order Confirmation — Bill. 
Read 1*; to be printed; and (pursuant 
to the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have 
been read 2* (The Lord Kintore (F. 
Kintore)), and reported from the Com- 
mittee. (No. 63.) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill [a.1.] (No. 64). A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Elec- 
tric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, the 
Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, 
and the Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 
1902, relating to Airdrie, Coatbridge, 
and Cults and District. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill [a.1.] (No. 65). A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 


by the Board of Trade under the Electric | 


Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to 
Brentford, Croydon (Rural), Durham 
(Districts), Eastbourne (Willingdon Ex- 
tension), Gravesend (lxtension to North- 
fleet), Kingsbury, Old Windsor, and 
Wimborne and District. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
1) Bill [w.L.] (No. 66), 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under the Tramways 
Act, 1870, relating to Bradford Corpora- 
tion Tramways, Gorton Urban District 
Council Tramways, Keighley Corporation 
Tramways, Leeds Corporation Tramways, 
Liverpool Corporation Tramways Exten- 
sions, and Pudsey Corporation Tramways. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
2) Bill [a.u.] (No. 67). A Bill to confirm 
certain Provisional Orders made by the 
Board of Trade under the Tramways Act, 
1870, relating to Aberavon Tramways, 
Colchester Corporation Tramways, King’s 
Norton and Northfield Urban District 
Council Tramwav, Luton Corporation 


Lramways, Portobello and Musselburgh 
Tramways (Amendment), and Southamp- 
ton Corporation Tramways. 


{LORDS} 


A Bill to con- | 


in the Far East. 1268 
| Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [#.1.] 
| (No. 68). A Bill to confirm certain 
| Provisional Orders made by the Boar 
of Trade under the Gas and Water Works 
Facilities Act, 1870, relating — to 
Aberystwyth Gas, Haslemere Gas, Hay- 
ling Island Gas, Sandiacre Gas, and 
' Stanford-le-Hope Gas, and 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 2) Bill [i.1.] (No. 69). A Bill to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
| by the Board of Trade under the Gas 
|and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, 
| relating to Dorking Water, Maidenhead 
| Water, Tavistock Gas, Wey Valley Water. 
and Ystalyfera Gas. 


Were presented by the Lord Privy Seal 
(M. Salisbury); read 1"; to be printed: 
and referred to the Examiners. 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order 
Bill. House in Committee (accerding to 
order); Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
| and Bill to be read 5* on Thursday next. 
| 





| 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), 
No. 35365. United States (Hawai) ; 
No. 3366, Russia (Batoum), 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 

to lie on the Table. 





| re 


FRENCH NEUTRALITY IN THE FAR 
EA sT. 

*fart SPENCER: My Lords, I desir 
to ask the noble Marquess the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs a Question 0% 
a matter of considerable interest ani 
'importance—namely, whether he can 
give the House anv information as to the 
alleged irregularities in regard to the 
coaling and provisioning of the Russian 
fleet in territorial waters of the French 
Far Eastern colonies. 


| *THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREVGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LaNspowNe): My Lords, I am 
indebted to the French Embassy for the 




















1269 


Workmen’s 


information which enables me to reply 
to the Question of the noble Earl. The 
facts as described to me are as follows: 
When the French Government became 
aware that the Russian squadron was 
within Kamranh Bay a representation 
was at once made at St. Petersburg, 
with the result that instructions were 
sont from St. Petersburg by telegram to 
Admiral Rozhdestvensky desiring him 
to leave that harbour, and he did so at 
once. Subsequently the Russian squad- 
ron was reported to have arrived at 
another harbour upon the French coast 
of Indo-China, a place known, I believe, 
as Hon-kohe Bay. Admiral de Jon- 
quieres, the admiral in command of the 
French squadron, was sent to this place 
to report, and reported that the Russian 
squadron was, in effect, off Hon-kohe 
day, but not within territorial waters. 
t appears, however, that the Governor 
of French Indo-China, who had received 
special instructions from his Govern- 
ment that he was to take all possible 
steps to secure respect for the neutrality 
of French waters, thereupon sent the 
‘rench Resident at the town nearest 
Hon-kohe with directions to invite the 
Russian squadron to proceed on its 
journey. This official received from the 
Russian admiral an assurance that the 


I 
| 
i 


1 
I 
1 


squadron would sail from Hon-kone 
on May 3rd. I am not able to say 
whether its departure actually took 


place on that date. The only other 
point which I may perhaps mention is 
this. It has been stated that while the 
Russian squadron was within the waters 
oi Kamranh Bay it received assistance 
from various French officials on the spot. 
i understand that Kamranh Bay is an 
extremely remote and out - of - the - way 
place, and that there are no French 
officials there ; there are, I believe, two 
“rench residents altogether on the shores 
of the bay, and they are civilians holding 
concessions from the French Govern- 
ment, and not officials at all. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION BILL fx.1..}. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). 
(The Earl of Onstow in the Chair. ] 


Clavses ] and 2 agreed to. 
fo) 


0] 
j— 


Clause 
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Lorv NEWTON moved an Amend- 
ment providing that proceedings for the 
recovery of compensation should not, 
without the leave of a CountyCourt Judge, 
be commenced until after the expiration 
of twenty-eight days from the date 
when the notice of accident had beep 
given. The object of his Amendment 
was to give the employer time to con- 
sider the claim before proceedings were 
commenced against him. It was plain 
that no injustice could happen to the 
workman, because, in a case where there 
were special reasons for proceedings 
being commenced earlier, the County 
Court Judge was enabled to authorise 


them. The sub-section would, if his 
Amendment was adopted, read as 
follows— 


* Proceedings for the recovery of compensa- 
tion under this Act shall not, without the leave 
of a County Court, be commenced until after 
the expiration of twenty-eight days from the 
date when the notice of accident has been given, 
and shall not be maintainable unless—” 


and so on. 


Amendment movel— 


* In Clause 3, page 2, line 35, after the word 
‘be’ to insert the words ‘commenced until 
after the expiration of twenty-eight days from 
the date when the notice of accident has been 
given and shall not be.’ ’—(Lord Newton.) 


Lorp BELPER: My Lords, His 
Majesty’s Government are entirely in 
sympathy with the view that proceedings 
should not be taken within less than a 
reasonable time, in order to give the 
employer an opportunity, if possible, 
of coming to an arrangement; but the 
Amendment is not in the proper place. 
If it is inserted here, as proposed by 
the noble Lord, it would have this 
effect. The claim is part of the proceed- 
ings, and therefore it would prevent the 
claim for compensation being made for 
twenty-eight days after the accident. 
That, I know, is not the intention cf 
my noble friend. I would suggest to him 
that he should move to amend Sub- 
section (c) by inserting, after the word 
“commenced,” the words “not less 
than twenty-eight days or more than” 
and leaving out the word “ within.” That 
would have the effect which the noble 
Lord desires without being open to th» 
objection I have stated, namely, that of 
preventing a claim being made for 

2X2 
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twenty-eight days. If the noble Lord 
adopted my suggestion, sub-section (c) 
would then read— 

“(c) Proceedings to enforce the claim have 
been commenced not less than twenty-eight days 
or more than three months after the claim for 
compensation has been made.” 


Lorp DAVEY said he had no opinion 
to offer with regard to the Amendment. 
He rose merely to express his surprise 
at one sentence which bad fallen from 
the noble Lord in charge of the Bill. 
He referred to the sentence in which the 
noble Lord stated that the claim was 
part of the proceedings. In the old Act 
there was great confusion between the 
claim and the proceedings, and a good 
deal of litigation had taken place upon 
it. He had thought it was one of the 
merits of this Bill that it separated the 
claim from the proceedings, and settled 
that question upon which so much 
litigation had taken place. Ii the noble 
Lord would look at the Bill he would see 
that that was so, because proceedings 
were not to be taken unless a claim 
was first made. The claim preceded 
the proceedings, and was not part of 
the proceedings. 


Lorp BELPER: Jt has been held 
that the claim is part of the proceedings. 
At all events, the object of the noble 
Lord is quite as well effected by inserting 
the words in sub-section (c), and they 
come in more properly there. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): I understand that 
Lord Newton does not persist in his 
Amendment on this sub-section, and [ 
think it had better be discussed on its 
merits when it is moved to sub-section (e). 

Amendment, by leave oi the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


THe Mareuess or RIPON, who had 
an Amendment on the Paper to Clause 
3, said the Amendment standing in the 
name of his noble and learned friend 


behind him, Lord Davey, had the same 
object in view, and, as he preferred the 
Amendment of the noble and learned 
Lord to that standing in his own name, 
he would not proceed with his Amendment 


Lord Belper. 
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but would support that moved by Lord 


Davey. 


Compensation Bul. 


Lorp DAVEY moved an Amend- 
ment with the object of extending the 
time during which notice of an accident 
must be given from six to fourteen days. 
He thought that, considering a notice 
in writing was a condition precedent to the 
right of commencing proceedings, six 
days was too short a period. In the first 
place, the serious nature of many acci- 
dents was not found out until after six 
days had elapsed. In the matter of 
internal injuries that was especially 
the case. He knew of a recent case 
in which the person injured went about 
his work in the usual way, but found 
out a week afterwards that he had 
suffered more injurv than he had antici- 
pated; he was, indeed, incapacitated, 
The injured man might be in an un- 
conscious state for a long time, or it 
might happen that he was unmarried 
and lived in lodgings, and he might not 
in that case be in a position to get the 
notice given within the time. It was 
quite true that a County Court Judge 
had power to enlarge this time, but he 
did not think that was quite a suilicient 
answer. It really did not matter very 
much, so far as the employer was con- 
cerned, whether the period was six 
or ten days because the claim for 
compensation was made afterwards, but 
he thought it would be better to put 
fourteen days in the Bill, 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 3, page 2, line 38, to leave out 
the word ‘six’ and insert the word * fourteen.’ ”’ 


—(Lord Davey.) 


Lorp BELPER: The proposed limit 
of six days, with which this Amendment 
deals, was made in consequence of very 
grave complaints by employers of the 
law as it stood. The Act provides 
that notice of the accident must be lodged 
** as soon as practicable,” but the decisions 
given with regard to that have led to 
great confusion, and complaints were 
made before the Committee by employers 
as to the operation of those words. 
Alter fuil consideration the Committee 
decided that it would be better to 
substitute some definite period, and the 
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sidered is what that period should be. 
The statement made in evidence by the 
employers was that in a great many 
cases, owing to the delay in giving notice, 
they had been put in a false position. 
{n mines underground the conditions in 
which the work is carried on vary so 
very much from day to day that it is 
most important, in order to afford em- 
plovers an opportunity of inquiring 
into an accident, that the notice should be 
given at the earliest possible date. There 
is another strong reason, It was shown 
that in a great many trivial accidents, 
such as wounds and cuts, if proper 
precautions had been taken immediately, 
such as an employer would insist on if 
notice of the accident was given, the 
injury would very quickly heal, while 


if any length of time elapsed before 
notice was given the accident might. 


through neglect, become more serious. 
On that ground also it was thought 
extremely desirable that the employer 
should have notice of trivial accidents as 
soon as possible after they take place. 
The Committee and the Government have 
been pressed very much to make the 
period a shorter one even than six days. 
The majority of the evidence given 
before the Committee was in favour of 
limiting the time to three days; and 
six days was finally decided upon by 
the Committee as a reasonable time and 
somewhat as a compromise between two 
contending views. Under those circum- 
stances the Government feel that it 
would be saier to adhere to the six days, 
it being quite clear that application can 
be made to the Court, in any case where 
the injured person has failed to give 
the notice owing to any particular cir- 
cumstance, to allow the claim to proceed. 
I regret I cannot accept the Amendment. 


THe Marevess or RIPON could 
hot agree with the views expressed by 
Lord Belper. It seemed to him that six 
days was far too short a period. His 
noble and learned friend Lord Davey 
had given numerous instances in which 
such a notice would be too short. It 
was easy to find others. Take, for 
instance, a case of death. The death of 
the head of a family entirely disorganised 
the family, and it was quite possible that 
the widow, being utterly ignorant of the 


{9 May 


point, of course, which has to be con- | 
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law, might not realise the situation and 
fail to give the notice within the required 
period. Personally, he thought the phrase 
in the original Act better in this respect 
than the Amendment proposed in this 
Bill; but, accepting the idea that there 
should be a time limit, he could not 
but think that the time proposed in the 
Bill was unnecessarily short. In London 
there were no postal facilities on Sunday, 
and that might in itself limit the oppor- 
tunity of giving notice in the Metropolis 
to fivedays. The noble Lord had quoted 
the desire of the employers, but the 
Government ought also to consider the 
desire and the opinion of those who 
were employed. 


Compensation Bill, 


Lorp BELPER: I quoted the em- 
plovers as wishing to have the period 
much shorter than six days. 


THe Marouess oF RIPON said that 
such a proposal as that would make the 
Bill ridiculous. If his noble and learned 
friend decided to divide the House he 
would support him. 


*Eari SPENCER: The noble Lord in 
charge of the Bill said that when an 
accident took place it was important 
that the emplover should know of it 
as soon as possible. We all agree as to 
that; but I think the arguments put 
forward by my noble and learned friend 
behind me and by the noble Marquess 
who has just sat down are overwhelming 
as to the necessity of greater time being 
allowed than that provided in the clause. 
Ii it is so necessary for the employer 
to have the notice speedily, surely that 
ought to be met by some other means. We 
are dealing now with what is Just and 
right for the men who seek compensation, 
and I do not think the argument of the 
noble Lord meets that in any way. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD trusted 
His Majesty’s Government would re- 
consider this matter. It was the wish 
of all that justice should be meted out 
under this Bill to both employers and 
emploved. They were dealing with a 
sick, and probably an ignorant man, and 
if the notice which he sent in was wrongly 
framed, he would not have time under 
the proposed limit to send in an amended 
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notice, and his claim could not be sup- 
ported thereafter in Court. Fourteen 
days was surely reasonable, and it would 
be much more satisfactory to the work- 
man that he should have full time in 
which to frame his notice. 


Lorp BELPER: My noble and 
learned friend Lord James seems to be 
under a misapprehension as to what the 
Amendment deals with. It does not 
deal with the claim at all. A very much 
:onger period is given in which to make 
the claim. This is merely the notice of 
the accident. In the great majority of 
cases notice of the accident will be given 
immediately after the accident. I must 
point out that although the workman has 
to be considered, it is of the utmost im- 
portance to the employer that he should 
have notice 1 such time as will enable 
him to make inquiries and be satisfied 
that the accident has occurred and learn 
the circumstances of it. The noble 
Marquess opposite thinks it ridiculous 
to limit the notice to six days. 


THE Marqguress oF RIPON: What I 
said was that it would be verv ridiculous 
to limit it to less than six days. 


Lorp BELPER: The Committee 
were strongly impressed with the view 
that the notice should be given as soon 
after the accident as possible, and the 
fixing of six days was a concession to the 
members on the Committee who objected 
to a shorter limit. I am not authorised 
to accept the Amendment as proposed. 


Lorp HENEAGE held that it was in 
the case of smali accidents that time was 
more wanted. A workman who was 
slightly injured knew he could get no 
compensation for the first fourteen days 
after the accident, and therefore took no 
notice of it; but he might subsequently 
find that the accident was much more 
serious than he at first supposed, but 
the time would have expired in which 
to give notice. He thought an extension 
of the period to ten days would be a fair 
compromise, 

THe LORD 


CHANCELLOR: The 


noble Lord has not appreciated what 
has been pointed out by my noble friend 
who is in charge of the Bill. 


Lord James of Hereford. 


The noble 


{LORDS} 
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Lord is dealing with the claim for com- 
pensation. This is the notice of the 
accident, and has nothing whatever to 
do with the claim for compensation. 


Lorp HENEAGE: But you cannot 
make a claim for compensation unless 
notice has been given. 


Lorp BELPER: I assure the noble 
Lord that is not the case. Notice must 
be given in all cases where there is an 
accident. There may be a great many 
accidents in which there will be no claim 
for compensation at all. The period for 
making the claim is a long one, but this 
requirement with regard to notice is to 
enable the employer to know of the 
accident as soon after it has occurred 
as possible. 

Lorp DAVEY said the noble Lord 
was quite correct in stating that this 
was not the claim for compensation, 
but it was a condition precedent to the 
claim, and he could not help thinking, 
having regard to the ignorance of the 
rather complicated procedure created by 
these Acts which existed among the work- 
ing classes, that some longer time than 
six days was required. He was afraid, 
if the noble Lord did not see his way to 
make anv concession, he would have to 
trouble the House to divide on the 
Amendment. 


*Tue Earn or JERSEY said the words 
in the sub-section were entirely governed 
by the words in the earlier part of the 
clause, viz.— 

“Shall not, without the leave of a County 
Court, be maintainable unless,” ete. 


If any circumstance arose which would 
justify a case being taken, although notice 
had not been given within six days, the 
person who suffered could apply to the 
County Court Judge and get permission. 
He thought that in those circumstances 
the provision with regard to the period in 
which notice should be given was a 
reasonable one. 


Lorp ALVERSTONE said the words 
in the Act, ‘‘as soon as practicable after 
the happening thereof,” had been found to 
work badly. It had been found to be im- 
portant in the interests of justice that 
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the employer should have early notice ' 
of an accident. He thought that what 
his noble friend Lord Jersey had pointed 
out really met the difficulty. His ex- 
perience convinced him that the period 
for notice of the accident ought to be a 
short one. It did not in any way limit 
the right of a man to bring a claim for 
compensation, but it was of vital im- 
portance that employers should not 
have a suggestion of an accident put 
upon them without an opportunity of 
Inquiring into It, 
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Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: May 
I ask the Lord Chief Justice what he 
means by saying that the absence of 
notice does not limit the right of a man 
If he 


give notice he cannot bring his claim. 


to bring his claim ? does not 


On Question, ‘ That the word ‘six’ 
their Lord- 
Not- 


stand part of the clause,” 
ships divided : — Contents, 56 ; 
Contents, 18. 
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Spencer, E. 


Lorp NEWTON moved to leave out 
‘three months,’ and to substitute 
‘six weeks”? in sub-section (b), which 
ran as follows— 

(b) a claim for compensation with respect to 
the accident has been made in writing within 
three months after the happening thereof, or in 

wwe of death within six months from the time 
ft death; and 


The object of this Amendment was to 
reduce the period during which a claim 
for compensation was to be made. In 
short, it was to do away, ti possible, 
with the uncertainty attached to these 
proceedings. This, of course, did not 


Tweedmouth, 
Wenlock, L. 


refer to the County Court proceedings, 
but to the intimation to the employer 
that the workman proposed to claim 
compensation. He thought the argu- 
ments brought forward by the noble 
Lord in charge of the Bill in support 
of the retention of the period of six days 
applied in this case. It was clear, in the 
case of coal mines, ete., that, for purposes 
of evidence and for other reasons there 
should not be any unnecessary delay, 
and it seemed only fair that the emplover 
should know as soon as possible whether 
he would have to meet a claim for com- 
pensation or not. 








Workmen’s 
Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 2, line 40, to leave out the 
words ‘three months’ and insert the words 
‘six weeks’ ’’—(Lord Newton.) 


Lord BELPER: I am not able to 
admit that the arguments which I 
made use of in support of the six davs 
notice apply also with regard to the time 
for the claim. The Committee con- 
sidered what would be the most reason- 
able time to allow for claims, and they 
decided on three months, and six months 
in the case of death. 


this provision is unreasonable. It stand. 


in a totally different position from that | 
The employer | 


of notice of accident. 


would have full notice of the accident | 


beforehand, and ample time for inquiry. 
There are obvious reasons why the time 
for the claim should not be fixed at too 
early a period, and I am not prepared 
to accept the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


? 


Clause 3 agreed to. 


Clause 4. 


Lorp DAVEY moved to omit from 
Clause 4 (sub-contracting), Sub-section 
3, excepting from the operation of the 
clause cases where the accident occurred 
elsewhere than on the premises. The 
principal object he had in view was to 
elicit some explanation from the Govern- 


ment as to the meaning of the clause. | 


Giving the best attention to it he could, 
he had not been able to grasp the mean- 
ing or effect of it. This was a good 
illustration of the inconvenience of dis- 
cussing a question of this kind piecemeal. 
Section 4 of the principal Act, of which 
Clause 4 of this Bill was an Amendment, 
dealt with the question of the liability 
of undertakers to workmen employed 
by sub-contractors. 
fused and badly-framed clause, and a 
new clause to the same effect had been 
substituted for it. 
the principal Act was this— 

“This Act shall not apply to any contract 
with any person for the execution by or under 
such contractor of any work which is merely 


ancillary or incidental to and is no part or pro- | 
cess in the trade or business carried on by such 
undertakers respectively.” 


Lord Newton. 


(LORDS} 
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The meaning of this provision was that 
if a person employed a sub-contracto! 
to build a warehouse for instance, or to 
do some work which was not his own 
work but was required for the purpos 


of his business, in that case thes 
liabilities should not apply. The Gov 


ernment now proposed to add these word; 
to the sub-section he had read— 

* Nor in any case where the accident occurre: 
elsewhere than on or in or about such premises. 
work, or building as are mentioned in Section 7 





I do not think | 


The provision in 
| 


of this Act.” 


In other words, he supposed it was onl) 
| to apply where the accident happened 
on the premises where the work was 
But if they looked at Section 7 
| they would find that it consisted of tw« 
sub-sections. He wanted to know 
| whether the sub-section which he pro- 
| posed to strike out comprised both o! 
| those sub-sections; that was to say 
‘whether it meant about any premises 
| work, or building unless the nature 0! 
| the emplovment required that the work- 
| man should be engaged elsewhere, or did 
it confine the operation of Clause 4 
| entirely to the actual premises, work, 0 


| done. 


building where the trade was carried on 
|He was unable to express an opinioi 


upon it. If it meant to refer to botl 
| sub-sections of Section 7, then it was 
| unnecessary ; and if it did not, he would 
be glad if the Government would kindh 
‘tell him what their reason was _ for 
confining the workmen to the premises 
on which the business was carried on {01 
'the purposes of this section, and thi 
section only. Why was, say, an enginee! 
sent to repair an engine at some railway 
station or elsewhere, where it might 
happen to be, deprived of the benefit 
lof Section 4? He could not see how it 
| affected the question; and if it was 
‘intended to confine the operation ot 
/Section 4 to the particular premises 
| where the trade was carried on, he would 
be glad to know the reason for it. 


It was a very con- | 


; Amendment moved— 


| “Jn Clause 4, page 3, line 39, to leave out 
| Sub-section (3).’—(Lord Dav y.) 


| Lorp BELPER: I can assure the 
| noble and learned Lord that I feel much 
/more than he does the difficulty of some 


| 


| of the points with which we have to deal 
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in a2 complicated Bill of this kind. The 
sub-section which the noble and learned 
Lord proposes to leave out expressly 
protects the undertaker from liability 
in the case where the sub-contractor’s 
workmen are employed away from the 
premises. The object of that is that in 
jarge works, where a number of sub- 
contractors necessarily have to be em- 
ployed, and where a great quantity of 
the work has to be prepared in the work- 
shops of the sub-contractors, the under- 
taker shall not be held responsible for 
any aceident arising in those shops, 
ever which he cannot possibly have 
control, As far as I understand, the 
Amendment of the noble and learned 
Lord would cut out that part of the clause, 
and would, therefore, make the under 
taker responsible for work over which he 
could not have any control. The Com- 
tittee thought it would not be fair, 
if the Act should be extended to works 
away from the premises, that the under- 
taker should be made liable 
pensation to the sub-contractor’s work- 
men. 


Werkmnen’s 


for com- 


THe Marquess or RIPON: Will the 
noble Lord be good enough to tell us 
who will be lable for compensation in 
such a case ? 

Lorp BELPER: The sub-contractor. 


Lorp DAVEY said he now under- 
stood the view of the Government. He 
wished to say one word as to the policy 
of the clause as explained by the noble 
Lord. He was at present unable to 
see why his not being on the premises 
should make any difference to the right 
of the workman employed by the sub- 
contractor who had contracted to do 
part of the work undertaken by the 
principal contractor. He was employed 
at the place where he was told to do the 
work. Take, for instance, the case of 
the sub-contractor to a builder. The 
builder had undertaken to erect a ware- 
house, and he let out the painting of it. 
The sub-contractor who did that work 
did it on the premises, and if the work- 
man met with an accident during his 
employment he had a remedy both 
against the principal contractor and the 
sub-contractor ; but in the case of the 
plumbing work, which the builder might 
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also have given out to a sub-contractor, 
part of that work would be done on, 
and part off, the premises. The pipes 
would be made off the premises, and the 
fixing of them, of course, would be done 
on the premises, but the workman of 
the plumber—the sub-contractor—if he 
was employed off the premises in making 
the pipes, would not have the benefit of 
this clause, but his _ fellow-workman 
who was employed for the time being 
in fixing the pipes at the premises would 
have that benefit. What relation did 
it bear to the workman whether he was 
employed on one sort of work or 
another? Yet it made all the difference 
to him whether he had the liability of 
the principal contractor to rely upon, 
as well as that of the sub-contractor by 
whom he was immediately employed. 
It seemed to him that in this clause 
they were placing two workmen who 
were in precisely the ame condition 
relative to their work, in a very dil- 
ferent position as regards their right 
to compensation. He could not help 
thinking that the distinction made by 
this clause was not a sound one. The 
noble Lord said that the undertaker, if 
the work was done on the premises, 
could superintend it, but when an under- 
taker gave work out to a sub-contractor 
he did not superintend it. That duty 
was done by the sub-contractor. If the 
sub-section in question remained in the 
sill it would create an inequality be- 
tween workmen of the same class, and 
would apply the clause in a way in which 
the other clauses were not made to 
apply. He would like the noble Lord to 
consider whether the clause did not 
require redrafting. 


Compensation Bill, 


Lorp BELPER: If the noble and 
learned Lord will put the point before 
me, the question shall be considered in 
the Standing Committee. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: The 
question of form only ? 

Lorp BELPER: Cer:ainly. 

Tar LORD CHANCELLOR: The 


question of form can be considered in 
the Standing Committee, but the ques- 
tion of substance your Lordships will, of 
course, decide; and the question of 
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substance is a simple one. 
who employs the workman is the person 
who ought to compensate him if he is 
injured in that employment. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Lorp DAVEY moved an Amendment 
to repeal the words “‘is merely ancillary 
or incidental to and”’ in Section 4 of the 
principal Act. It was, he said, provided 
in Section 4 that the Act should not 
apply to any contract with any person 
for the execution by or under such 
contract of any work which was merely 
ancillary or incidental to and was no part 
or process in the trade or business 
carried on by the undertaker. Their 
Lordships would observe the very vague 


{LORDS} 


The person; must be construed according to the 





character of the words ‘“ merely ancillary | 


or incidental to,” and they had given rise 
already to some litigation. 
peared to him, looking at the clause in the 
original Act, to be absolutely unnecessary. 
The best explanation of them was in the 


They ap- | 
but under the clause it appeared to him 


subsequent words, which were tolerably | 
clear, “and is no part or process in the | 


The 
added 


business carried on.”’ 
proposed to delete 


trade or 
words he 


nothing to the sense of the section, but | 


by their vagueness invited litigation. 
It was really a drafting Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


“ To insert the following new sub-section: ‘In 
the principal Act, Section 4, the words “is 
merely ancillary or incidental to and” are 
hereby repealed.’ ”—( Lord Davey.) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: I 


am 
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circumstances of each case. 


Amendment, by leave of the Commit- 
tee, withdrawn. 


Clauses 4, 5 and 6 agreed to. 


Lorp NEWTON moved to amend the 
new section dealing with the detention 
of ships, which it was proposed in the 
Bill to add to the principal Act, by 
inserting the word ‘foreign’ before 
‘ship.’ To reassure the Committee he 
might explain that this was not a tariff 
reform Amendment. It might be assumed 
that the intention of the Bill was that 
the power to detain a ship should be 
confined to foreign ships only. This 
view appeared to be borne out by 
paragraph 268 in the Report of the 
Departmental Committee, and the various 
references to the Merchant Shipping Act 
only dealt with the case of foreign ships ; 


that the provision might apply to British 
ships as well as foreign, and in order t» 
make it clear he suggested the insertion 
of the word “ foreign.” 


Amendment moved— 


“Tn Clause 64, page 4, line 23, after the word 


‘any’ to insert the word ‘foreign.’ ’—(Lord 
| Newton.) 
THe MaraurEss or RIPON: I would 


| point out 


that Clause 64, which the 
noble Lord now proposes to amend, is 
not a separate clause, but is part of 


Clause 6, which has already been passed. 


not at all certain that if we were making | 
this law anew I should not agree with | 


the noble and learned Lord, but if his 
Amendment is adopted all the cost and 
expense incurred and learned arguments 
used on these words will be thrown away. 
Tnasmuch as we have arrived at a judicial 
determination of what the words mean 
I should be sorry to see them dropped 
now. We should have a new 
interpretation if they were struck out. 


Lorp DAVEY was 
not take much comfort to themselves 
from the decisions that had been given, 
which were to the effect that the words 


The Earl of Ha!sbury. 


afraid they could | 


'the noble Lord proposes to 
line of | 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES: 
That is so. Perhaps the noble Lord will 
bring his Amendment up in Standing 
Committee. 


Lorp NEWTON: 


taken now ! 


Why cannot it be 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: (Because 
amend a 


portion of Clause 6, which has already 


| been passed. 


Clause 7. 


moved to omit the 


Lorp DAVEY 


words ‘‘by the undertakers” irom the 
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second line of the new section which it 
was proposed to substitute for Section 7 
o! the principal Act. He said the object 
of this sub-section was to define the em- 
plovments to which the Act was to apply, 
and not in any way to define the persons 
by whom the compensaticn was to be 
paid. The words “ by the undertakers ” 
vere absolutely unnecessary for that 
purpose, and, more than that, were mis- 
leading, and, therefore, mischievous. He 
thought they must have got in by mistake. 
The words were misleading because 
“undertaker” had a special meaning. 
The term did not mean every employer. 
A person might be an undertaker as 
regards work who did not employ a work- 
man at all. Therefore, if the limitation 
was retained, they would strike out every 
case in Which the workman was employed 
not by the undertaker but by a sub-con- 
tractor, The definition clause seemed to 
him to have every fault which it was 
possible for a definition clause to have. 
The definitions overlapped each other, 
and were framed on a perfectly different 
system in each case. Take the case of a 
railway, In the case of a railway, the 
owner or lessee of, or person working the 
railway was the undertaker. Therefore, 
if a new siding was being made or a new 
station being built, the railway company 
would, he presumed, be the undertakers. 
But, in the case of engineering work, 
‘‘undertaker” meant the person under- 
taking the making, laying, altering, 
repairing, demolishing, or removing. 
Tuerefore, in the case of a railway which 
was being made there were, as it appeared 
to him, two undertakers under this clause 
—the railway company and the contractor 
who was making the railway; and in 
that case the railway company would be 
Nabls to any extent for injury to the 
nNavvies or the contractor’s workmen. 
On the other hand, if a canal company 
were constructing a tow-house or doing 
any work ia connection with the canal, 
that company was not made the under- 
taker and would not be liable. What 
possible reason was there for distinguish- 
ing between a railway company and a 
canal company? Again, in the case of a 
building, the person undertaking the 
construction was the undertaker and the 
person for whom the house was being 
built was not the undertaker. Why 


should the person for whom the house 
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was being built be less an undertaker 
than a railway company for whom a rail- 
way or station was being made! [Tt was 
very difficult to see the principle on which 
this clause was framed. He did not say 
it was not an improvement on the old 
Act; he thought it was, but the clause 
was very far from perfection. He was not 
making these suggestions in any captious 
or carping spirit, but with a sincere 
desire to make the Bill a rea'ly good and 
workable measure. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would accept his Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 

‘In Clause 7, page 4, line 40, to leave out 
the words ‘by the undertakers.’ °—(Lord 
Davey.) 


Lorp BELPER: I fully recoguise that 
the noble and learned Lord’s object is to 
assist in making this a workable and 
satisfactory Bill, but if we omitted the 
words “‘ by the undertakers,” we should 
make employment by anybody else 
employment under the Act, for which 
the servant would get compensation if 
injured. It is necessary to provide that 
the employment in respect of which the 
compensation is paid should be employ- 
ment by the undertaker. If the words 
“by the undertakers” were omitted, as 
proposed by the noble and learned Lord, 
the effect would be enormously to enlarge 
the extent of the Bill, and to enlarge 1t 
far beyond what was intended. 


Lorp DAVEY hoped the Government 
would consider this point and if they 
thought it necessary to say employment 
by someone, he hoped they would not 
retain the word “undertakers.” The 
undertaker might not be the employer at 
all, Therefore, if they confined it to 
employment by the undertaker, they 
would exclude a large class of workmen. 


Lorp ALVERSTONE thought Lord 
Davey had for once overlooked the 
drift of his own observations. The 
words ‘‘employment by the  under- 
takers”? were in the existing Act and 
were absolutely necessary. There must 
be some linit; otherwise, anyone who 
happened to be the mere master of the 
servant might be liable under the Bill. 
The only effect of the Amendment in the 
Bill was to alter the class of works as to 
which the undertakers should be liable. 
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Lorp DAVEY repeated that it was 
desirable to substitute another word. 
He regretted very much that the word 
“undertakers”? had ever been intro- 
duced, and he hoped the Government 
would consider the substitution of some 
such term as ‘ principal contractor.” 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


{LORDS} 





Lorp TWEEDMOUTH moved an 
Amendment to include shoeing forges 
in the enumeration of employments 
to which the Act applies. This Amend- 
ment, he said, did not add anything 
to the Bill or bring in any new prin- 
ciple. It merely defined and made 
clear what he believed to be the intention | 
of the Bill itself. It he wes wrong in 
that opinion, then his Amendment 
became doubly necessary because of the 
risk that farriers might be cut out | 
altogether from the benefits of this Bill. | 
That certainly was not the intention of 
the Departmental Committee, because on | 
page 120, Sub-section 312, they most | 
clearly recommended that farriers should | 
be included within the benefits of the | 
Bil. There, smithys had been included | 
amongst the places to which the Bill | 
referred, which no doubt was meant to 
cover farriers. So far as country districts | 
were concerned, the word ‘smithy ” 
would cover farriers, because in country 
villages the blacksmith did general iron- 
forging work and repairing work, and 
made shoes and shod horses; but that 
was not the case in London and in the 
great cities. They had come to be com- 
pletely separate trades. There was, on 
the one hand, the blacksmith who 
worked in the smithy, who was a forger | 
of iron, and there was, on the other, the 
farrier who worked in the shoeing forge 
cr the farrier’s shop, who was not a 
blacksmith in the sense of iron-forging, 
but a maker of horse-shces, and an expert 
in fastening them on, There were in 
London something like 3,000 farriers 
who were not blacksmiths at all. It 
seemed to him that these men should 
be most carefully included in the Act. 
If it was intended that the word | 
‘smithy’? should cover them, there | 


would be no objection to making that | 


clear by adding the words “shoeing | 
‘ : \ 
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forge,” which distinctly covered the sort 
of case he was speaking of. This was a 
matter felt very keenly by the particular 
trade on whose behalf he was speaking, 
and he hoped the Government would 
accept the Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 

“Tn Clause 7, page 4, line 43, after the words 
‘engineering work ’ to insert the words ‘ shoeing 
forge.’ ””—(Lord Tweedmouth.) 


Lorp BELPER: I can assure my 
noble friend that it is the intention of 
the Government to include shoeing forges 
in this clause. I should have thought 
that “smithy” would include ‘shoeing 
forge,” but if the noble Lord is satisfied 
that that is not the case, probably it 
wou!d be better to make it perfectly clear 
by leaving in ‘“‘smithy”’ and inserting 
after it, in parentheses, the words “ in- 
cluding shoeing forge.” 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I will move 
my Amendment in that form. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE EArt or WEMYSS had given 
notice to move to amend Sub-section (b) (1) 


_ by inserting, alter the word “canal” the 


words “in the United Kingdom.” He 
said that the sub-section to which his 
Amendment referred provided _ that 
anybody in the employment of the under- 
taker should be entitled to compensation 
ii injured in the process of loading, 
unloading, or coaling, or in painting or 
repairing any ship in any harbour or 
canal. There was a strong feeling on 
the part of shipowners that it ought to 
be clearly understood that these words 
did not apply to harbours or canals 


outside the United Kingdom. The noble 


Lord in charge of the Bill had told him, 
in course of conversation, that the words 
in his Amendment were unnecessary, as 
no part of the Bill applied outside the 
United Kingdom, and that any words 
such as he proposed to insert would be 
not only superfluous in themselves, but 
might create doubt as to whether other 
parts of the Bill applied outside the 
United Kingdom or not. In those cir- 
cumstances he would not move his 
Amendment. 


_- 
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Lorp BELPER: The facts are as 
stated by the noble Earl. The Bill 
refers entirely to the United Kingdom. 


The insertion of the words in the Amend- . 


ment would not only be superfluous, but 
might lead to the idea that other parts 
of the Bill, in which the words were not 
inserted, were intended to apply outside 
the United Kingdom. 


Lorp DAVEY moved to amend Sub- 
section (b) (iii.), which made the Act 
apply to employment by the undertaker 
in the care or management of horses or 
locomotives. This was, he said, an 
entirely new departure, because it would 
render any gentleman who employed a 
coachman or groom liable for any accident 
that might happen to them. If that was 
what the Government intended he had 
no objection to it, but he wished to point 
out that it was an entirely new departure. 
Hitherto this compensation had not been 
applied to domestic servants at all, with 
the doubtful exception of gardeners, but 
if it was to apply to coachmen and grooms 
he did not see why it should not apply to 
other domestic employment as well. If 
the noble Lord stated that it was intended 
‘0 apply to private coachmen or grooms 
he would not press his Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 7, page 5, line 18, after the 
word ‘locomotives’ to insert the words ‘ for 
the purpose of any trade or business, or in agri- 
ulture.’’’—(Lord Davey.) 


Lorp BELPER: The idea is that it 
should apply to coachmen, grooms, and 
those in charge of horses, and also to 
chauffeurs of motor-cars. With regard to 
what the noble and learned Lord said as 
to this being a new depariure, I am in- 
formed that gardeners do come under the 
operation of the Act of 1900, and, there- 
fore, the departure was made in that year. 
There seems to me no reason why, if 
vardeners are to get compensation, persons 
employed in much more dangerous 
occupations, such as chauffeurs and those 
having to do with horses, should not be 


included. 


Lorp DAVEY said his desire had been 
achieved. He wanted to know what was 
the meaning of the clause. He still 
thought it was introducing a new and 


wide principle by a side wind, and he 
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doubted very much whether gardeners 
were included in the Act of 1900. He 
would withdraw his Amendment. 


Compensation Bul. 


Amendment, by leave of the Cornmittee, 
withdrawn. 


LorpD DAVEY moved to amend Section 
(2), which provides that “In this Act 
‘railway’ and ‘tramway’ inclule every 
station, and siding of or belonging to the 
railway or tramway.” He moved to 
leave out the second “ and,”’ and to insert, 
after “siding,” the words “or other 
building or work.” The Amendment 
was merely a drafting one. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 7, page 5, line 22, to leave out the 
second word ‘ and’; and in line 23, after the word 
‘siding’ to insert the words ‘or other build- 
ing or work.’ ”—(Lord Davey.) 


Lorp BELPER: I do not think this is 
merely a drafting Amendment. The 
definition of ‘‘ railway ” is that it includes 
everv station, siding, wharf, anl dock, 
and, therefore, it is not thought necessarv 
to put them in the definition of “ railway ” 
in this Bill. If Lord Davey’s words were 
adopted, it would bring every railway 
hotel, for instance, under the operation 
of the Act, and sometimes railway hotels 
are not even in direct connection with 
the railway. More than that, it would 
bring the clerks in an office belonging to a 
ral'way in the middle of a town under 
the Act. The Government do not think 
it necessary to extend it in this way, | 
think the noble and learned Lord will 
find that the definition of “railway ’ really 
covers all that it is necessary to cover, 
and that every part of a railway, in- 
cluding offices, stations, goods warehouses, 
and goods sheds, will be included in the 
Bill as it stands at present. 


Lorp DAVEY said he doubted whether 
workshops or engine sheds were included, 
but if the noble Lord was satisfied that 
they were he would not press the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Lorp NEWTON moved to ameni the 
definition of ‘“ undertakers”’ in the case 
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of a railway by leaving out the words’ 
“owner or lessee” and inserting the 
words ** having the actual use or occupa- 
tion” of the railway. As he read the 
Bill, if he were the owner of a railway, 
and the lessee should prove to be an 
impecunious person, he could be sued for 
compensation in the case of an accident, 
although he had no control over the 
railway. 





Amendment moved-- 

“In Clause 7, page 6, lines 18 and 19, to 
leave out the words * owner or lessee of or,’ and 
after the word‘ person’ in line 19 to insert the 
words ¢ having the actual use or occupation or.’ ” 
—(Lord Newton.) 


Lorp BELPER: I am informed that 
the words in the Rill cover every possible 
person who ought to be liable to pay 
compensation, Under the Bill the 
employees of a railway company who are 
emploved outside would get compens.- 
tion. The Bill is not confined to the line 
itself as before, and we believe that with 
that alteration everybody will be covered, 
and that it is not necessiry to make any 
alteration. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD asked 
whether, if the owner of a railway leased 
it, he would be liable as well as the 
lessee. 


Lorp BELPER: I understand that 
no difficulty has arisen on this point, but 
I will undertake that it shall be con- 
sidered. 


Lorp NEWTON: On the understand- 
ing th:t it 1s considered in Standing 
Committee I withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 7, as amended, agreed to, 


Lorp NEWTON moved to insert the 
following new clause : “In Paragraph (1) 
(a) (i) of the First Schedule after the 
words ‘equal to his’ insert ‘net,’ 
after the words ‘amount of his’ insert 
‘net,’ and after the words ‘average 
weekly’ insert ‘net’ and in Paragraph 
(1) (b) of the First Schedule after the 
words ‘average weekly’ insert ‘net.’” 


Lord Newton. 


{LORDS} 
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This Amendment dealt with the question 
of net and gross earnings of men in 
regard to the question of compensation. 
It would appear that the intention of the 
Bill was that only the net earnings would 
be considered, but he understood that 
considerable difficulty had arisen over 
this point in cases that had been tried, 
and it seemed to him desirable that it 
should be cleared up. In Paragraph 216 
of the Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee it was pointed out that some such 
Amendment as th's was necessary. It 
was there stated that the practice in 
many industries was to make deduc- 


tions from gioss earnings for certain 
purposes, and that in coal mines it 
was the practice for colliers to pay 
those working under them out of 
their earnings. The Committee men- 


tioned that Mr. Ratcliffe Ellis contended 
that “earnings” ought to mean “net 
earnings,” the actual reward or recom- 
pense for labour, and with this contention 
they agreed. It was on that finding that 
he based his Amendment. He was aware 
that this question had been met to a 
certain extent by one of the sub-sections 
in this clause, but he ventured to think 
that the introduction of the word “ net” 
would simplify matters. 


Amendment moved— 

“* After Clause 7 to insert the following new 
clause: ‘In Parayzraph (1) (@) (i) of the First 
Schedule after the words ‘equal to his’ to 
insert the word ‘net, after the words 
‘amount of his’ to insert the word ‘net,’ 
and after the words ‘average weekly’ to 
insert the’ word ‘net,’ and in Paragraph (1) 
(6) of the First Schedule after the words 
“average weekly ’to insert the word ‘net.’” 
—(Lord Newton.) 


THe LORI) CHANCELLOR: I am 
very much afraid this is one of the 
instances in which an attempt to 
make a thing clearer than it is 
already would make it the reverse. 
If the word “earnings” is usel, then it 
is simply a question of fact for the 
tribunal to ascerta‘n what the earnings 
are—not necessarily the amount of money 
actually paid, but the sum actually 
received by the workman after all deduc- 
tions or allowances had been taken into 
account, If you introduce the wo:d 
“net”? you do not get any further defini- 
tion because the same question, What 
are the earnings? will still arise, but i 
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think an additional source of confusion 
may be imported into the consideration 
of the question. I therefore hope my 
noble friend will not insist on his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Clauses 8 and 9 agreed to. 
Clause 10. 


Lorp DAVEY moved to amend the 
provision that “in the case of partial 
i.eapacity the weekly payment shall in 
no ease exceed one-half of the difference 
vetween the amount of the average weekly 
earnings of the workman before the 
accident and the average weekly amount 
which he is earning or is able to earn in 
ome suitable employment or business 
after the accident,” by the deletion of the 
word * suitable,” and the substitution of 
the word “other.” The word ‘‘ suitable” 
-eemed to invite litigation, and he thought 
the words “in some other employment”’ 
would answer every purpose. 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 10, page 9, line 21, to leave out 


the word ‘suitable’ and to insert the word 
‘other.’ "—(Lord Davey.) 


Lorp BELPER: The word “suitable ” 
was put in for the benefit of the work- 
man to meet a case Where a skilled man 
was Offered some totally unsuitable em- 
ployment. It really is to the benefit of 
the workman, because if he was not 
offered suitable employment he would 
get full compensation. 1 think the word 
‘ suitable,” which can always be inter- 
preted in a reasonable way, does guard 
the workman, and that was the object of 
inserting it in the Bill. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Clause 10 agreed to. 


Clauses 11 to 16 agreed to. 


Lorp DAVEY moved to amend the 
Second Schedule to the principal Act, 
Sub-scction (2), by inserting, after the 
first word “Judge,” the words “or by a 
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single arbitrator appointed by him,” and 
repealing the words from “rules of 
Court” to the end of the sub-section, 
The sub-section in question enabled a 
County Court Judge, according to 
procedure prese ibed by rules of Court, 
or if in England by permission of the 
Lord Chancellor, to appoint a single 
arbitrator. The Tord Chancellor would 
be able to teil the House whether he 
had ever been called upon in this con- 
nection. He failed to see the necessity 
of making an additional reference in Eng- 
land only to the Lord Chancellor before 
a County Court Judge could appoint an 
arbitrator. He did not think the Lord 
Chancellor should be brought in for such 
a small purpose. 


Amendment moved— 

“In the Second Schedule to the principal 
Act, Sub-section (2), after the first word ‘ Judge’ 
to insert the words ‘or by a single arbitrator 
appointed by him,’ and to repeal the words 
from ‘rules of Court’ to the end of the 
sub-section. ”"—(Lord Davey.) 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: This is 
one of the sections of the Act that have 
operated without the least friction or 
difficulty. I may tell my noble and 
learned friend that I am continually 
applied to, and that the provision isa 
very wholesome and proper one. If 
the County Court Judge has a sufficient 
amount of work to do, it is proper that 
he should transfer the duties of arbitra- 
tion to somebody else, but it is quite 
necessary that there should be some 
check upon that power, and therefore it 
isonly on application to the Lord 
Chancellor that he gets the power to do 
that, and I have never had any difficulty 
at all with County Court Judges on the 
matter. Applications are constantly 
ma‘le to me, and I accede to them where 
the circumstances justify it. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. 


Lorp DAVEY moved, on Paragraph (7) 
of the Second Schedule of the Act— 


‘In case of the death or refusal or inability 
to act of anarbitrator, a Judge of the High 
Court at Chambers may, on the application of 
any party, appoint a new arbitrator, to substi- 
tute ‘the County Court Judge’ for ‘a Judge 
ot the High Court at Chambers.’ ” 
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Their Lordships would observe that 
it was the County Court Judge who 
appointed the arbitrator in the first 
instance, but in the case of the death 
of the arbitrator or his inability to 
act a Judge of the High Court was 
called upon to appoint a new arbitrator. 
This introduced fresh expense, as the 
application had to be made in 
London. If the County Court Judge 
could appoint the arbitrator in the 
first instance he failed to see why on the 
death of that arbitrator, or his inability 
to act, the County Court Judge should 
not be empowered to appoint a successor. 
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Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
noble and learned friend has made thi; 
objection on a former occasion with 
regard to another Bill, but I take a 
totally different view of the meaning of 
the clause. In my view it simply 
authorises the printer to print the 
amended Act in the same way as he was 
originally authorised to print the Act of 
which this is an Amendment. I take it 
that the word which has misled my noble 
and learned friend is the word “ required.” 
If by the word required was meant that 
the printer had any jurisdiction to 


| determine what alteration of language 


| would be appropriate to the amended 


Amendment moved— 


“In Sub-section (7) to leave out the words 
‘a Judge of the High Court at Chambers’ and | 
insert the words ‘the County Court Judge.’ °— 
(Lord Davey.) 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: There 
is no objection to this Amendment, and 
We accept it. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clauses 17 to 21 agreed to. 


Clause 22. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD called 
attention to Sub-section 4 of this clause, 
which provides that—. 

“The principal Act and the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1900, shall as from the com 
mencement of this Act take effect subject to the 
additions, omissions, and substitutions required 
by this Act, and any copy of the principal Act 
or the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1900, 
printed after the passing of this Act by authority 
of His Majesty may be printed with the addi- 
tions. omissions, and substitutions required by 
this Act.” 


This would, he said, give the King’s 
printer the right to take the Bill when it 
became an Act, and himself ingraft it 
into the old Act. It was a very) 
serious matter to give the power to) 
any unknown individual to substitute | 
one set of words in an Act of Parlia- 
ment for another. The burden of doing | 
that ought to be cast upon the Clerk 
of the Parliaments or some other 
authorised person. He hoped that at a 
subsequent stage a solution of this serious 
difficulty wou'd be found. 


| 


Lord Davey. 


'which would, I think, get 


_Act, I should agree with every word of 


my noble and learned friend’s objection, 
but I do not take that view. “‘ Required ”’ 
means required by the enactment of the 
statute, and therefore this simply 
authorises the King’s printer to print the 
Bill as your Lordships’ House and the 


other House have agreed to it and does 


not permit him to alter or to omit a 
single word. ‘The idea is that the printer 
requires some authorisation to reprint the 
amended Act. My own view is that the 
section is not required at all. Ido not 
believe it adds anything. The printer is 
entitled to print the amended Act; that 
would be involved in the general 
authority that he has to print what the 
Legislature has enacted; and if there is 
the slightest idea that the priater can 
exercise aby discretion, or that he has 
any right to print anything but what he 
gets from the Clerk of the Parliaments as 
having been enacted, I should agree with 
every word my noble and _ learned 
friend has said. But, as I have sad, 
I do not take that view. I think the 
language used is a little imprudent, and 
that the word “enacted” might be 
substituted for the word “ required,” 
over the 
difficulty. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD said it 
was not merely a question of the word 


“required.” The point was that by this 
| Section the printer would be authorised to 


take this Bill when it became an Act 
and incorporate it with the principal Act. 
Parliament should not delegate that duty 
to the King’s printer. 
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Tae LORD CHANCELLOR: To my | 


mind it does not in the least degree 
matter if the printer had printed im- 
properly some word in the print, because 
the moment it was ascertained that he 
had done that it would be something 
outside his duties. I do not, however, 
think it is at all likely to take place. I 
think my nobte and learned friend is con- 
fusing two things. When the Act is issued 
from the Clerk of the Parliaments as 
having been enacted by Parliament, all 
that the printer has to do is to print it ; 
and it seems to me that my noble and 
learned friend is under an entire mis- 
apprehension as to what could happen in 
the circumstances he has suggested, 


Clause 22 agreed to. 


Billre-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee; and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 70.) 


CRIMINAL CASES (RESERVATION OF 
POINTS OF LAW, BILL [11.1.1]. 


[SEeconD READING.]} 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earn 
of Hatspury): My Lords, in moving 
the Second Reading of this Bill I do 
not think it will be necessary to de- 
tain your Lordships at any length. 
Your Lordships are aware that there 
is no Court cf Appeal in criminal cases, 
strictly so-called, in this country. But 
an Act of Parliament which is not 
very old provided that if a learned Judge 
felt that there was some question of law, 
as distinguished from a question of fact, 
that required deliberate discussion in a 
Court appropriate to the purpose, he 
should have power to reserve such a 
question, that a new Court should be 
constituted for Crown Cases Reserved, 
and that this Court should have certain 
powers given to it--power to set asnle 
the conviction, and power, I think, to 
order a new trial. But a question has 
arisen. It is very unusual, I believe I 
may say almost unexampled, for any one 
of His Majesty’s Judges to refuse to 
reserve a question which is really a 
question that could properly be argued. 
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Yet sometimes Judges wio are not of the 
status of His Majesty’s Judges are a 
little jealous of their decisions being made 
the subject of inquiry, and it has some- 
times happened that a Judge has refused 
to reserve a point. Your Lordships are 
aware that a great number of persons, 
chairmen of quarter sessions, Recorders, 
and others, are included in the descrip- 
tion of Judges who have power to reserve 
these points. A remarkable case has 
occurred and has given rise to much dis- 
cussion. I have no desire to express an 
opinion on that particular case, whether 
the learned Judge was right or wrong in 
the matter. But it is thought that it 
is very undesirable to leave it to the 
discretion of a learned Judge uncon- 
trolled, even including His Majesty’s 
Judges; that it is desirable to make 
it compulsory, upon the order of 
the Court, that they shall reserve a 
question of law. Accordingly, the 
view has been entertained that, in- 
stead of this power being permissive, if 
an application is made to the Court of 
King’s Bench upon material sufficient in 
their view they shall order the learned 
Judge to reserve the point of law. That 
is, In effect, the whole of the amendment 
to the Act of Parliament which is sug- 
gested in this Bill. I think that the 
general object of the Bill is one to which 
your Lordships will give your consent. 
There may be some discussion in Com- 
mittee, when we come to the questions 
of under what circumstances and under 
what regulations and restrictions this 
power should be exerised by the Court of 
King’s Bench. But [ think your Lord- 
ships will agree that the Bill should be 
given a Second Reading. 


Western Australia. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”’ 
—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Bill read 2°, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


THE NATIVES OF WESTERN 
AUSTRALIA. 

*Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY rose to call attention to 
the Report of the Royal Commission on 
the Condition of the Natives of Western 
Australia; and to ask for information. 


2Y 
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He said: My Lords, in rising to call | 
attention to the subject of which I have 
given notice, I desire to make a single 
preliminary observation. The task which 
I have undertaken is not a pleasant one, 
and I do not think the subject to those 
of your Lordships who give attention to 
it will be found agreeable or satisiactory. 
I ho!d in my hand the Report of the 
Royal Commission on the Condition of 
Natives in Western Australia, and T am 
happy to say that the Report is not 
widely current in England. It is probably 
well that that should be the case, because 
its general currency would be apt to do 
more harm than good because it would 
load to the rash generalisation that 
the description contained in it is typical 
of the condition of things in other 
portions of His Majesty’s dominions, 
which certainly is not thecase. I venture 
to think that the statements which 
this Report contains are unique among 
modern records of administrative work 
in any portion of the British Empire. 


Tne Natives of 


The Report deals, as those of your 
Lordshijs who have read it will know, 
with the condition of, roughly speaking, 
40,000 «boriginal inhabitants in a region 
extending over about 1,000 miles in one 
direction and 500 miles in another in the 
northern portion of Western Australia. 
For some time allegations have been made 
that the treatment of the aboriginal 
tribes in the northern portion of Western 
Australia was, to say the least, very 
unsatisfactory. Some eight or nine years 
have elapsed since attention was called 
to the subject by the Anglican Bishop 
in Western Australia, the Bishop of 
Perth, who lives some fifteen to six- 
teen hundred miles away; and the 
allegations which he made were, | 
believe, laid before the Legislature of 
the Colony. They were, however, con- 
sidered to have been exaggerated and no 
practical action was taken on the subject. 
There has been there, as elsewhere, an 
officer known as the Protector of Abori- 
gines, but that officer lives at Perth, 
which is‘many hundreds of miles away 
from the scene to which this Report refers, 
and it is naturally impossible for him, as 
matters now stand, to exercise a personal 
supervision unless he were more largely 
supplied with officers under him than is 
the case at present. 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 


{LORDS} 
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Last year the Governor of Western 
Australia, Admiral Sir F. Bedford, felt 
the matter to be so important that he 
borrowed for the purpose of inquiry the 
Chief Protector of Aborigines in Queens- 
land, on the other side of the Continent, 
and that gentleman, Dr. Roth, a man of 
singular capacity for the work, was 
appointed a Royal Commissioner to 
investigate the allegations made and to 
ascertain the actual facts respecting the 
treatment of the aborigines. The docu- 
ment I hold in my hand is the Report 
which he produced, and one satisfactory 
element in the whole consideration of 
this subject is that the Report emanates 
from ourselves so to speak; that it is not 
trom an outside critic, still less someone 
hostile to our administration, that the 
information has been obtained; but that 
the British authorities in the colony 
themselves have brought the matter to 
light. The difficulty of making the 
inquiry becomes apparent the moment 
the facts are looked at—the largeness of 
the area, the sparseness of the population, 
and the fact that the only witness-s 
available are people who are themselves 
more or less identified with the very acts 
in question, That is not quite true of 
them all, because there are those engaged 
on the mission stations, and the informa- 
tion which comes from them is, of cours>, 
of the highest importance. His accura-y 
can always be checked by such state- 
ments as would be made in cross- 
examination. 


Westetn Australia, 


The conditions that are prevalent in 
that region are certainly conditions with 
which it is excessively difficult for 
anybody to deal. Th’s great naive 
population is divided into a large 
number of small tribes, most of whom are 
hostile to each other; so much so, that 
it is rendered impossible for a member 
of one tribe to pass in safety through the 
region roamed over by another. Hither- 
to they have subsisted mainly on kan- 


garoos and other wild animals. Tue 
difference that has come into their 
lives has been this —that into this 


region have come a large number of 
white squatters or settlers, who have 
been granted large tracts of country, 
and whose interest to eliminate 
the kangaroo and to rear cattle and 
sheep. In the result the natives are 
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driven to great straits, and not unnatur- 
ally resort! to the killing of cattle and 
sheep for subsistence. Possibly they 
are unable in such a region as that 
to distinguish between the ownership of 
cattle and the wild kangaroo on which 
they have been accustomed largely to sub- 
sist. The ignorance and degradation of 
the race is, of course, immense, and the 
internecine warfare makes the matter all 
the more difficult if we try to devise 
remedies, The Report then states the 
facts that have come to light after care- 
ful inquiry and examination of witnesses 
by this exceedingly competent Royal 
Commissioner. I am going to quote 
some sentences from the Report, but I 
have compared it most carefully with the 
evidence which follows, and I am not 
able to find anything which is inconsistent 
in the evidence as compared with the 
Report which summarises it. 


The first point raised is that of the 
conditions under which employment is 
given by white people to the members 
of the aboriginal tribes. It is usually 
given to the natives on the runs, far less 
because of the advantage that comes 
from their labour than because it is only 
possible to get the natives under the con- 
trol of the squatter or settler by making 
them in some sense his employees. For 
such employment as the white settler 
gives the natives, the sole return is food 
and clothing. 
paid. Itis said that this is practically 
the only course to be adopted, because 
natives have no use for money except to 
spend it on drink. Further—and this is 
noteworthy—there is usually no indenture 
of any kind with regard to the employ- 
ment of natives by white people. Inden- 
tured labour, where we are dealing with 
Native races or savage people employed 
by another race, could hardly, I think, 
find a better argument in its support 
than the details of what may happen 
where there is no indenture, and where 
the natives are employed at the will of 
those who hire them and with practically 
no control exercised or no responsibility 
undertaken by any outside authority, at 
any rate in regard to the person who 
gives them employment. Employment 
is given both outdoor and indoor, and 
it is thus described by Dr. Roth— 


“‘Even without contracts the blacks are not 


free to come and go as they ‘please. The assist- | 
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No wages whatever are. ; ; 
| place when that occurs is certainly an 
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ance of the police is also invoked to bring such 
runaways back, an official acquiescence which 
is, of course, quite illegal: the native is prac- 
tically forced to work for his so-called master. 
While under such circumstances the absence of 
a contract does not prevent the employer secur- 
ing and enforcing the services of the aboriginal, 
it relieves him of all responsibilities in the way 
of rations, clothing, and maintenance during 
sickness.” 


That is the condition prevalent; and 
the Report goes on to say— 

“ The Chief Protector is obliged to admit the 
injustice of a system where, taking a concrete 
case, a child of tender years may be indentured 
to a mistress as domestic up to twenty-one 
years of age, and receives neither education nor 
payment in return for the services rendered.” 


The total absence of an endeavour to 
educate these people is certainly one of 
the most marked features in the accounts 
given of their employment and conditions. 
It is not very easy to distinguish between 
enforced labour without wages [the police 
being employed to bring back a runaway, 
and the conditions being those that I 
have described] and that which every 
subject of the British Crown desires to 
repudiate—a system of slavery. 


Far more serious than the account of 
the way in which labour is obtained is 
the procedure for the investigation and 
punishment of crime and wrong-doing, 
the only cr me prevalent being that of 
killing cattle. That is the common 
offence, and the story of what takes 


unpleasant one to read. Information 
comes to the police that such instances 
are occurring in a particular district. 
A police expedition starts to that region, 
and I will read from the Report an 
account of what takes place— 


‘*When starting out on such an expedition 
the constable takes a variable amount of pro- 
visions, private and Government horses, and a 
certain number of chains. Both he and his 
black trackers, as many as five of them, are 
armed with Winchester rifles. A warrant is 
taken out, in the first place, if information is 
laid against certain aborigines, but when the 
police go out on patrol, and the offence is 
reported, the offenders are tracked and 
arrested without warrant. Very often there 
is no proper information laid, in that it is 
verbal; when already out on patrol, there 
inay be no information at all. Blacks may be 
arrested without instructions, authority, or 
information received from the  pastoralist 
whose cattle are alleged to have been killed ; 
the pastoralist may even object to such 
measures having been taken. Not knowing 
beforehand how many blacks he is going to 
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arrest, the policeman only takes chains  sufti- 
cient for about fifteen natives; if a large 


number are reported guilty, he will take | 


chains to hold from about twenty-five to 
thirty. Chains in the northern, not in the 
southern, portion of this State are fixed to the 
necks instead of to the wrists of native 
prisoners. ... Children of from fourteen 
to sixteen years of age are neck-chained. 
There are no regulations as to the size, weight, 
mode of attachment, or length of chain con- 
necting the necks of any two prisoners. 
When the prisoner is alone, the chain is 
attached to his neck and hands, and wound 
round his body; the weight prevents him 
running away so easily.... Apparently, 
unknown to the Commissioner of Police, 
chains are used for female natives, not only 
at night, but sometimes during the day ; 
these women are the unwilling witnesses 
arrested illegally for the Crown.” 

That is ampl fied in detail. [have given 
your Lordships a single quotation only. 
At once the question aris«s, why is it 
necessary, in an investigation of that 
kind, to bring to the scene of inquiry or 
trial so large a number of witnesses ? 
The answer is not far to seek in the 
Report — 

“The larger the number of prisoners and 
witnesses, the better, pecuniarily, for the 
police, who receive from 1s, 63d. to 2s. 5d. 
daily per head, or as it is called in the North- 
Western vernacular ‘per knob.’ One constable 
admits making a profit ; a corporal considers 
that this allowance acts as a temptation to 
bring in a larger number of prisoners and wit- 
nesses than otherwise; a civilian does not 
think so many cases would be brought before 
the Courts if these allowances were not sane- 
tioned; a resident magistrate has always 
been struck with the idea that this was the 
reason for so many natives being brought in at 


””» 


a time.’ 


There is still another reason, upon 
which I do not desire to dwell. It relates, 
I need hardly say, to what happens with 
regard to the women and girls who are 
caught as witnesses. The culprit and 
witnesses once secured, the trial follows. 


The conditions of the trial are these. 
The only interpreter available is one of the 
trackers—one of those who have brought 
the culprits down—and a conviction is 
always obtained. ‘The native prisoners 
often plead guilty, in ignorance of the 
meaning of the questions asked. If a 
man were asked whether he had not 
killed an ox, he would say ‘ Yes” if he 
happened to have killed an ox at any 
time. I quote the following from the 
Report— 


‘The resident magistrate, Wyndham, states, 
‘I think, and have seen it, that a man will 


The Tord Arci bishop of Canterbury. 
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plead guilty now for killing a beast some time 
ago. The native cannot separate two charges 
on two beasts, and will still have the same 
offence in his mind ; if he kills a bullock once 
he will plead guilty to every subsequent charge 
of killing a bullock, no matter how often he 
will be charged with it.’ Thus, all to the ad- 
vantage of the prosecution, when once the 
native has been induced to plead guilty, there 
is no necessity, under this Criminal Code 
Amendment Act of 1902, for any awkward ques- 
tions being asked concerning proof of identity 
or ownership of the beast, the actual killing, 
eating, or alleged removal of the carcase. One 
witness, who has brought about or perhaps 
over, 100 natives into Court, does not remember 
any who have been found ‘not guilty’; under 
the circumstances already detailed this is no 
matter for surprise.’ ” 


Again, this question was asked of one of 
the gaolers in one of the most extensive 
prisons— 

* Amongst the aborigines sentenced for 
eattle-killing whom you have shown me and 
to whom you have spoken in my presence, 
how many do you think really understand 
what they are here for?” 


His answer was— 
‘* Not one of them, in my opinion.” 


Part of their employment as prisoners 
being the mending of roads, they believe 
they have come down for that purpose, and 
are totally unaware what the circum- 
stances are under which they have been 
brought there. There is much difficulty in 
getting the witnesses home again because 
of the hostility of the different tribes, 
which prevents the natives of one tribe 
passing through the region occupied by 
another. The peril of going is great; 
the peril of staying, especially for the 
women, though of a different character, is 
greater still. Rations and allowances 
are given to the police for escorting them 
back, but it does not follow that they 
are so escorted. I quote again from the 
Report — 

“ Because rations are charged for to take 
the witnesses home again, it does not follow 
that they are escorted back ; in some cases 
they are certainly not; in others they may 
hardly have time to get to their destination 
before they are ‘rushed in’ again by the police 
with another mob, It is no secret that the 
police say if the ration allowance was cut 
down or taken away they would not arrest so 
many natives. By their own assertions, every 
native caught means more money in their 
pocket; reliable witnesses have heard such 
assertions made. At present there is nothing 
to prevent the constable arresting as many 
blacks as he chooses, while there is no limit 
to the number of witnesses he is allowed to 
bring in with him.” 
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As to the treatment of the prisoners in | 
goal it seems almost incredible that | 
under the British flag such conditions | 
as are described in the Report can 
exist— 

“Except in times of sickness, ete., the 
prisoner is neck-chained from the day he 
comes into gaol until the day he leaves it, 


sometimes from two to three years and up- 
wards, according to sentence.” 


It is further stated that— 


“All the gaolers in the North-West are in 
agreement that the present system of neck- 
chains could be abolished, and suitably replaced 
by wrist-cuffs, one prisoner’s right hand being 
connected by chains to his neighbour's left ; 
that a shorter connecting chain could be used ; 
that more freedom of movement would be 
wlowed ; that the present employment outside 
the prison walls would not be interfered with ; 
and that, when necessary, the transport of 
prisoners, thus chained, could be effected in 
safety. .. . Chains could be abolished in the 
case of aboriginals working inside the prison, 
and at night, if the gaols were properly built.” 
From the accounts we gather that there 
are practically no walls round the gaols, 
and the only mode of keeping the 
prisoners within them is by the prozess 
that this Report indicates. The follow- 
ing question was aske1— 

“Tf you had a gaol built sufficiently strong, 
would it be necessary to so chain aboriginals ? 
to which the reply was— 

“No. The chains would only be necessary 
when they were out working.” 

The witness was next asked— 

“Give me your personal opinion about those 
chains being used at all?” 
and he replied— 

“IT do not see that we can do without them. 
The chains could be abolished in the case of 


aborigines working inside the prison, and at | 
night, if we had properly built gaols.” 


I think I have said enough—though I 
have given you the merest outline—to 
show that there wasfat least ample 
justificatiin for the inquiry that has 
taken place. There are many other 
points of great importance upon which 


{9 May 1905} 





it would be possible to dealin connection 
with this matter. Along a great portion 
of the coast, if not the whole of it, are 


pearl fisheries in which a large number of | 


Malays areengaged. What has happened 


when these pearl fishers land and supply 
drinks to the natives, what the drink is 
exchanged for, and the scenes that follow, 
I would again prefer not to quote. The) 
Whole of the conditions of the pearl | 
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fisheries require most careful examination. 
The Protector states that he has money at 
his disposal for relieving natives, but has 
no means of securing that the money or 
the rations he gives for the relief of the 
indigent or starving natives reach them, 
All this, however, rais>sa question of ineffi- 
cient administration rather than of prin- 
ciples, I distinguish between questions of 
that kind, and the question of the existence 
of a general system of treatment of natives 
which seems to belong to an age utterly 
different from that in which welive. I 
am far from wishing to ignore the extra- 
ordinary difficulties of the administrative 
problem, but I have said enough to show 
justification for the protest first made, I 
am glad to say, by some of the Church 
authorities a good many years ago, and 
renewed from time to time, and to prove 
the need for protective legislation. 


Western Australia. 


Two points seem to me satisfac- 
tory in the matter. In the first 
place, I cannot find anything in 


the Report to show that the settlers 
in their ordinary behaviour to the 
natives are systematically cruel. The 
other point is that the information 
comes from the authorities themselves. 
It is eminently satisfactory that it 
should be so, and that the information 
is not the outcome of hostile or outside 
criticism. 


Of course, I am well aware that the 
matter corcerns a self-governing colony, 
and that it is not for His Majesty’s 
Government at home to say what can 
most effectively be done at this moment ; 
but I cannot but believe that the fact 
that the matter has been ventilated in 
England will assist the colonial authori- 
ties in dealing vigorously with it. This 
matter was brought before the Hous» of 
Commons some six weeks ago, but, 
strangely enough, it did not receive any 
great notice in the Press, although the 
speeches, of course, have appeared 
in Hansard. The Colonial Secretary 
then stated that he was in communi- 
cation with the authorities in Western 
Australia and hoped to be able to ascer- 
tain quite speedily what was taking 
place. I shall be very anxious to learn 
to-night what has been the result of 
those communications and what is being 
done in Western Australia itself, 
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Though the matter is one which 
immediately concerns Western Australia, 
it does concern the whole of the British 
Empire. We have always believed, and 
prided ourselves in the belief, that we of 
the British race have some peculiar gift— 
it has been proved a thousand times in 
India and elsewhere—for dealing with 
the extraordinarily difficult problem of 
government of races other than our own; 
and I venture to think that a Report of 
this kind, while it comes to us as a rude 
shock, is satisfactory in this, that it is 
unique in its character. . It may be asked : 
what has been the action during this 
time of those who represent religious 
organisations ? I am not in the least 
prepared to deny that if funds had been 
placed at our disposal, more might have 
been done than has been done, but it is 
satisfactory to note that a great deal has 
been done. <A certain Father Nicholas, 
of the Roman Catholic Mission in that 
region, has been doing extraordinarily self- 
sacrificing work among the people, and the 
account of his work is the one piece of 
bright reading in the Report. As far as the 
Church of England is concerned, we are 
determined to make a large and more 
systematic attempt to deal with the 
problem; and steps will be taken to 
send out men really competent to 
investigate these matters for them- 
selves, to try to bring some elements of 
civilisation into the condition of the 
aboriginal tribes, and, what is still more 
important, to raise the standard of the 
sense of responsibility among the white 
people. 


*Viscountr KNUTSFORD: My Lords, 
as I had a great deal to do with this 
question of the treatment of natives in 
Western Australia during the time I had 
the honour to be Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, perhaps your Lordships will 
allow me to say a few words before the 
noble Duke the Under-Secretary replies. 
Almost the first question that came 
before me when I took office in 1887 was 
the question of granting responsible 
government to Western Australia: Per- 
sonally, I was strongly in favour of that 
step being taken, mainly because I 
advocated the federation of the great 
Australian Colonies, and that federation 
would not have been complete had not 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 
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Western Australia been included, and yet 
that colony could not have been in- 
cluded so long as it had a different form 
of Government to that prevailing in all 
the other Australian Colonies. 


At that very time I had my attention 
called to the statements that had been 
made in 1886 as to the cruel and illegal 
treatment of the natives in the North and 
North-West districts of West Australia, 
both by squatters and the police. These 
statements had been brought under the 
notice of my predecessors, Lord Gran- 
ville and Mr. Stanhope, and had, under 
their orders, been inquired into by the 
Governor. There could be no doubt 
that a very serious state of things existed 
which required immediate and careful 
protection and supervision, and, in these 
circumstances, I thought it only just and 
necessary for the protection of the 
natives to insist as a condition of granting 
responsible government to Western 
Australia that an Aborigines Protection 
Board should be maintained, and that 
certain funds should be provided each 
year for the use of the Board io be spent 
in relieving the natives and promoting 
their welfare generally. An Aborigines 
Protection Board had been created by a 
local Act in 1886, no doubt owing to the 
complaints that had then been made of 
the treatment of natives, and that Board 
had among its duties — 

“To exercise a general supervision and care 
over all matters affecting the interests and wel- 
fare of the aborigines, and to protect them 
against ill-treatment, imposition, and fraud.” 


The maintenance of that Board seemed 
to me a necessary condition to make when 
granting responsible government. This 
condition was strongly objected to in 
Western Australia, but I persisted, as I 
considered that in view of the difficulties 
and questions, financial or otherwise, that 
arise upon the creation of a new form of 
Government, it was very likely, unless 
some clause of this kind was inserted, 
that the interests of the natives would be 
overlooked, at all events, for some time. 
At last the Legislative Council yielded, 
and a section (Sect. 70) giving effect to 
the conditions, was inserted iv the Local 
Constitution Act. The Imperial Act 
sanctioning the Local Constitution Act 
was passed in 1890. 











— 
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At the time that I insisted on this’ 
condition I was aware that it was not 
quite consistent with the principles of 
responsible government, but the circum- 
stances were very peculiar, and, moreover, 
I was satisfied, and my successor, the 
noble Marquess opposite (the Marquess of 
Ripon) and Mr. Chamberlain have since 
practically confirmed that view, that, 
but for the insertion of that clause, the 
Bill would not have passed the Imperial 
Parliament. In adespatch to the Gover- 
nor of February 3rd, 1893, Lord Ripon 
writes—- 

‘*Section 70 appeared in the Constitution 
Bill as passed by the Colonial Legislature, and 
undoubtedly largely contributed to its accept- 
ance by the Imperial Parliament.” 

And Mr. Chamberlain in a dispatch of 
Decembe1 27th, 1895, says if these con- 
ditions, 7.e., maintenance of the Abori- 
gines Protection Board, and fixed 
appropriation fur its service, had been 
omitted— 

“ There can be no doubt that the passage of 
the Bill through the House of Commons might 
have been rendered difficult, if not imprac- 
ticable.”’ 

As I fully expected, applications were 
made, very soon after the establishment 
of responsible government, to the noble 
Marquess opposite in 1893 to allow 
the repeal of the clause, and to hand 
over the treatment of the natives 
altogether to the responsible Govern- 
ment, but the noble Marquess said that, 
though he regarded the provisions of the 
clause as of a temporary character, the 
time had not yet arrived for its repeal, 
and in that view Mr. Chamberlain in 
1895 strongly concurred. In 1898, how- 
ever, Mr. Chamberlain thought the time 
had arrived when the responsible Govern- 
ment should have the full care of the 
natives, and the Aborigines Protection 
Board was abolished, It appears now 
that there has been a recrudescence of 
the unfortunate state of things that 
previously obtained, and a full inquiry 
has been made by a most competent 
and experienced officer, Dr. Roth. The 
most rev. Primate has dealt with that 
Report, and I will only call your Lord- 
ships’ attention to the concluding words 
of it. It says— 

“In the settled areas of those portions of the 


State along which his investigations have led 
him, your Commissioner is satisfied that the 


natives, generally speaking, are not subject to 
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any actual physical cruelty. On the other 
hand, the;wrongs and injustices taking place in 
these areas, and the cruelties and abuses met 
with in the unsettled districts, cannot be longer 
hidden or tolerated. Fortunately they can be 
largely remedied by proper legislation com- 
bined with firm Departmental supervision.” 

Dr. Roth made a number of recommen 
dations, and I would like to ask the noble 
Duke the Under-Secretary for the 
Colonies whether any steps have been 
taken to legislate on the lines of those 
recommendations. 


Western Australia. 


*Lorp TENNYSON: My Lords, Ihave 
received a communication from Australia 
which will partly answer the question 
before the House. A great wave of in- 
dignation has swept over Australia in 
consequence of the revelations made by 
Dr. Roth. The acting Prime Minister 
of Western Australia has, however, 
assured a deputation which waited on him 
not long ago that the Government would 
adopt immediately some, at least, of 
Dr. Roth’s recommendations, The follow- 
ing reforms, according to the com- 
munication I have received, are what the 
Government have pledged themselves to. 
More stringent measures are to be taken 
for the prevention of the grave immor- 
ality described by the Royal Commis- 
sioner. The services of the police are no 
longer to be available for the purposes of 
hunting down unindentured natives who 
have leit their employment, as those 
natives are fully entitled to do. As far 
as the existing condition of the North- 


West gaols will permit, Dr. Roth’s 
recommendation as to the chaiming 
of natives is to be carried out. 


Native prisoners, when working out of 
doors, are to be chained by the wrist in- 
stead of by neck collars, The head- 
money system of rationing prisoners 
and witnesses is to be abolished. Amend- 
ing legislation will be introduced at the 
commencement of the ensuing session of 
Parliament. I think the late Prime 
Minister, Mr. James, and the Government 
deserve the greatest credit for having 
secured the services of Dr. Roth. Dr. 
Roth is an expert, having studied the 
natives very carefully, and is well-known 
to me as a straightforward, fearless man, 
who does not mince matters for anybody. 
The shadow of civilisation darkens 
the path of the 100,000 or more 
natives who still survive in that great 
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island continent, but I am sure your. 


Lordships will rejoice with me that the 
fovernment and p: ople of Western 
Australia have decided that they can and 
will do something effective to alleviate 
the lot of those natives who live under 
their immediate jurisdiction. 


Fart CARRINGTON: My Lords, 1 
should like to be permitted to say one or 
two words on this subject, Ihave not read 
the Report, but I think we are indebted 
to the most rev. Primate for the way 
in which he has brought this subject 
before the House, and for the very states- 
manlike and temperate language which 
he used. I was very glad to hear from 
Lord Tennyson of the action taken by 
the Prime Minister of Western Australia. 
Indeed, any one who has had experience 
of Australian statesmen would feel certain 
that the matter would be dealt with at 
once. I was also very pleased to hear 
from the speech of the most rev. Primate 


that it is stated in the Report that there | 


is nothing to prove intentional cruelty 
on the part of the squatters. 


*THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: I did not say that that 
statement was made in the Report, but 
that there was no evidence in the Report 
of any such cruelty, 


Eart CARRINGTON: I taink that 
shows what the English character is, for 
your Lordships must remember that a 
squatter up country in that region is 
away from every sort of help and assist- 
ance. He is living in the middle of 
hostile tribes, and itis quite possible that 
he may return from his run to find his 
wife and children speared by the blacks. 
It is almost impossible to describe the 
dangers and difficulties of bush life up 
country. My own experience in New 
South Wales, and, indeed, ia every part 
of Australia that I have visited, has con- 
vinced me that the statesmen and people 
of Australia are most anxious to do all 
they can to put a stop to any abuses of 
the kind brought before the House to- 
day by the most rev. Primate. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or 
STATE ror tHE COLONIES (The Duke 
of Mar.poroucnu): My Lords, the 


Government cannot but recognise the | 


Lord Tennyson 
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justice of the course which has been 
taken by the most rev. Primate in 
bringing this matter before the notice 
of your Lordships’ House. The most 
rev. Primate has given a very accurate 
account of what is contained in the 
Report of Dr. Roth, and has pointed 
out to your Lordships many of those 
grave irregularities which, we must admit, 
have been committed in dealing with the 
native population in the western part of 
Australia. I am afraid there can be no 
doubt that many grave irregularities 
have occurred, and I can assure your 
Lordships, if that assurance be necessary, 
that the Government join with the 
most rev. Primate in deploring the 
condition of affairs, which is certainly 
contrary to our ideas of humanity. I 
was glad to hear from Lord Tennyson 
that in this we are at one with the whole 
of Australia. We desire, as keenly as 
the most rev. Primate, that steps 
should be immediately taken to mitigate 
and, I hope, to remove for all time the 


gross disabilities under which the in- 


digenous population of Western Australia 
has suffered for some years past. 


The Report of Dr. Roth displays a 
most deplorable condition of things, and 
no one, after reading it, would wish to 
offer any defence for much that that 
Report contains, It is certainly not the 
desire of His Majesty’s Government, on 
the present occasion, to offer any de- 
fence. I will give your Lordships a 
short history, antecedent to this Report, 
and remind vou of the steps which have 
already been taken, and which will be 
taken, to remove these grievances. In 
1890, as the noble Viscount behind me 
(Viscount Knutsford) reminded your 
Lordships, responsible government was 
given to Western Australia, but the 
protection of the aborigines was not 
included in the Act, but was continued 
by the Aborigines Protection Board, an 
unofficial body, responsible only to the 
Governor of the Colony. 


From 1892 onwards, the responsible 
Ministry in Western Australia were 
continually reminding us at home 
that it was not quite compatible 
with the principles of self-government 
to withdraw from them the right of look- 
ing after the native pypulation Alte: 
considerable hesitation the Secretarygo: 
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State of the day granted them their re- | 


quest, aad in 1897 the Aborigines Act was 


passed which did away with the old Pro- | 


tection Board aid set up in its place an 
Aborigines Department, presided over by 
one of the responsible Ministers, an 
£5,00) was set aside for the proper pro- 
tection of the aborigines, a sum which 
was Increased last year to £8,000, anl I 
am informed by those who are competent 
to know that a much higher sum than 
that has been spent during the last two or 
three years by the Department. The 
duties of the Department are, roughly, 
to apportion, distribute, and apply, as 
may seem fit, the money placed at their 
disposa!, to distribute blaakets, clothing, 
and other relief to the aborigines, to 
provide for the custody, maintenance, 
and education of the children, to provide, 
as far as practicable, for the supply of 
medical attendance and medicines, and to 
exercise a general supervision and care 
over all matters affecting the interests 
and welfare of these peopl>. 


It was hoped that this machinery which 
had been set up would adequately pro- 
tect and safeguard the aborigines who 
were placed under the care of the respon- 
sible Ministry. As the Ministry sought 


for full responsibility in the matter of the | 


care of the natives, we were entitled 
to expect that special care would be 
exercised in the discharge of those duties. 
It is pretty clear, however, that the 
Australian Ministry were far from satis- 
fied with the working of the Act, and it 
was this which led them to send Dr. 


Roth as their Special Commissioner to | 


report on the condition of affairs. The 
most rev. Piimate has reminded your 
Lordships of the position occupied by 
Dr. Roth, and it is unneccessary for me to 
add anything to what ha: been said about 
this distinguished gentleman. Many of 
the results of Dr. Roth’s inquiry have 
been detailed by the most rev. Primate, 
and I do not propose to travel over that 
ground in the course of my observations 
beyond saying this, that it is apparent 
that the Chief Protector of Aborigines has 
not sufficient power; that the system of 
contract is in a chaotic state; that the 
wages are never paid to the natives; 
and that only clothing and food are sup- 
plied to them, for the reason that if they 
were given money they would only sperd 
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it on drink ‘or on the purchase of fire- 
arms. 


Then there is the question of the 
p2arl fisheries and the incid»nts con- 
nected therewith. I do not think it 
is necessary for me to dwell upon these 
incidents this evening, beyoad saying 
that it is clear that sufficient precautions 
were not taken to prevent uadesirable 
consequences taking place between the 
visitors to the shores of Western Australia 
and the aboriginal tribes. The most rev. 
Primate reminded your Lordships of the 
condu:t of the police. He told the 
Hoase that the chief crimes committed 
by the aborigines were sheep-stealing ; 
and it is clear from the Report that 
natives have been arrested without 
autho;ity, and that gross irregularities 
have been committed by the police in 
many ways, ‘Then there is the question 
of the prisons, and the system by which 
the prisoners are chained, The system 
of giving relicf is bad. Insome instances 
kangaroo and lizard are supplied to the 
natives instead of the food which should 
be purchase! with the money given to 
tho.e responsible for distributing relief, 
There is a tendency for the natives to be 
dispossessed of the hunting rights to 
which they are entitled, and the kangaroo, 
‘lizard, and other animals on which they 
exist get killed off, and the consequence 
is that the natives have to commit the 
very crimes for which they can be severely 
panished. 


Western Australia, 


The Report concludes by stating 
! that— 
“In the settled areas of those portions of the 
State along which his investigations have led 
him, your Commissioner is satisfied that the 
| natives, generally speaking, are not subject to 
| any actual physical cruelty. On the other 
| hand, the wrongs and injustices taking place in 
' those areas and the cruelties and abuses met 

with in the unsettled districts cannot be longer 
| hidden or tolerated.” 


Iain sure no noble Lord will yainsay 
/me when | say that there is no reason to 
| suppose that the authorities in Western 
| Australia were not animated by the most 
‘sincere desire to discharge their obliga- 

tions towards the natives ina right aad 
proper spirit. The intention of the 
Colonial Government has been perfectly 
good, but there is very little doubt that 
‘the machinery for carrying into effect 
| the wishes and desires of the Government 
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has entirely broken down. This is 
clearly seen from the Report. The 
Chief Protector of Aborigines has no one 
on whom he can rely; he has no officer 
under him, and he is obliged to get his 
information from the local magis- 
trates and other people resident 
in the country, who may or may not 
choose to give him the information he 
requires; and IT have no doubt there 
have been cases in which he has received 
erroneous information. In other cases 
the persons from whom he gets informa- 
tion may be people interested in keeping 
back the true facts. 

This fundamental difficulty has been 
the fruitful parent of all the other irregu- 
larities which have been referred to, We 
deplore the consequences which have 
resulted from the insufficient control 
exercised by those who undertook the 
management of the native races; but 
inasmuch as self-government, which 
includes the right to solve this problem 
of the management of the natives, has 
been given to Western Australia, it would 
be unwise for us to suggest that they 
were incapable of carrying out the task 
which has been committed to their care. 
It must be recollected, as the most rev. 
Primate has observed, that this inquiry 
has not been forced upon the Govern- 
ment of Western Australia from outside. 
It is the direct result of their own investi- 
gations, and this fact alone is, I think, 
a sufficient guarantee that they are alive 
to the gravity of the situation. 


i The Commissioner not only points out 
the irregularities that have been com- 
mitted, but at the same time suggests 
remedies for them; and at the end of 
his Report, speaking of the abuses that 
had been committed, he says— 

‘Fortunately they are of such a nature that 
they can be remedied by proper legislation, 
combined with a firm departmental super- 
vision.” 


Indeed, he goes even a step further. 
For each abuse that has been committed 
he recommends a specific remedy, and J 
should like most respectfully to ask the 
most rev. Primate whether he does not 
think that if all these recommendations 
are included in’ the measure now 
before the Colonial 


adequate steps are taken to ensure that | 
that measure when passed into law is 


The Duke of Marlborough. 
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_ properly administered, we have got the 

best possible reason in the world for 
assuming that these abuses and irregu- 
larities may be entirely removed in future, 
The Parliament of West:rn Australia 
meets in about a week, They have not 
yet had an opportunity of studying this 
Report, but we are informed that a 
Bill will be introduced by the Ministry 
which will include the recommendations 
inthe Report. Inthe meantime we are 
of opinion that all is being done which 
could possibly be done under the existing 
regulations to prevent a recurrence of 
those irregularities. 


We are informed that since this Report 
has been issued the following regulations 
have been put into force temporarily, 
Police officers have been directed to 
use the greatest vigilance in carrying out 
these regulations, Further regulations 
have been made prohibiting the use 
of chains in prisons, without the sanction 
of the Governor, or of the Colonial 
Secretary of Western Australia, and out- 
side the prisons as recommended by the 
Roval Commissioner ; enforcing the dis- 
continuance of the use of neck-chains ; 
limiting the number of hours for which 
prisoners are made to work in the tropical 
heat ; regulating the terms of contract 
under which natives are employed, and 
requiring that engagements should be 
properly attested; prohibiting — police 
officers from returning to stations natives 
who have been unlawfuly engaged; 
preventing the Asiatic pearlers from 
landing, except at prescribed places, and 
prohibiting the natives from trequenting 
such places; prohibiting the presence of 
women on board the pear:ing boats, and 
exacting the greatest vigilance for the 
detection of offences against the morality 
of children ; laying down that arrests for 
cattle-stealing should only be made on 
direct evidence ; that no female witnesses 
should be taken unless there were no 
male witnesses available; and that the 
grant of travelling rations for prisoners 
and witnesses should be accompanied by 
vouchers, by which means the police 
(fficer is deprived of the chance of 
mak'ng a profit on rations, and so of the 
inducement to seize as many witnesses 
and prisoners as possible. 


Magistrates have been informed that 


their reports of convicticns must contain 
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information as to the locality, and must 
give the ages of the prisoners; and in- 
structions have been given that the 
recommendations of the Royal, Com- 
missioner are to be carried out generally. 
I think these regulations, which are to 
be enforced vigorously and strenuously, 
clearly show the desire of the colony not 
to allow for a moment longer the irregu- 
larities and abuses which have been 
brought to light. We deplore the condi- 
tion of affairs as disclosed in this Report, 
but we have no reason to believe that the 
Government of Western Australia are 
incapable of fulfilling those obligations 
and responsibilities towards the indigen- 
ous population which they voluntarily 
sought and which the Government of 
this country, after mature consideration, 
finally decided to grant to them. 


*THE MarQuEss or RIPON: My Lords, 
I am sure that every one in this House 
will agree with me in tendering thanks 
to the most rev. Primate for having 
raised this discussion. Thisis a question 
upon which it is highly desirable that the 
opinion of the people in this country 
should be made known to our Australian 
fellow-countrymen. I believe that that 
opinion will be likely to have greater 
weight than any other instrument that 
could be employed upon their legislation 
and upon the administration of native 
interests, and therefore I am very glad 
that the question has been raised. 
also glad that it has been raised in the 
tone which has distinguished this debate. 
There has been no attempt to ask the 
Government to take any steps inconsis- 


tent with the conditions under which | 


responsible Government exists in Western 
Australia and elsewhere. Those condi- 


tions, as your Lordships know, leave to | 


the Government at home no power of 
controlling the administration of a self- 
governing colony, and I rejoice to think 
there has been no attempt to-night to say 
a single word which pointed in the direc- 
tion that anything could be done in 
regard to this matter except to express— 
as I have no doubt the Secretary of State 
has expressed, and will express—in the 
strongest manner the feeling which this 
Report has excited in this country, and 
to call upon the Government of Western 
Australia to remedy the great and crying 
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evils which have been brought to our 
notice. 


The noble Duke the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies has shown that 
the Government of Western Australia are 
fully alive to their duties. We might 
have concluded that from the fact that 
they had themselves appointed this Com- 
missioner and sent him to inquire into 
the matter. Therefore we cannot doubt 
—indeed we are sure, after the speech of 
the noble Duke—-that the Government 
of Western Australia are alive to 
their duties in this respect, and are 
going to take effectual measures for 
carrying out the recommendations of the 
Commissioner. There is one feature in 
this case which is very satisfactory, and 
it is that there is nothing in the Report 
to show that the natives in Western 
Australia are cruelly or unjustly used by 
those who employ them. It appears 
that it is in connection with the arrest of 
persons for trial for offences that the 
principal of these evils has arisen, and 
it is comparatively easy for the Govern- 


ment to deal with their officers and 
effectually put a stop to those evils. 
We all know that there are no 


questions of greater difficulty than those 
which relate to the management of 
native races, especially of those so back- 
ward as the native inhabitants of 
Western Australia. They are questions 
full of compl cation and difficulty. In 
self-governing colonies they must be left 
to be dealt with by the responsible 
Govtrnment. The Secretary of State at 
, home cannot fairly be charged with having 
| the same responsibility over these matters 
in self-governing coloniesthat he has in 
other colonies which have nominated 
Executives. It must always be under- 
stood that if the management of native 
| races is to be leit to the self-governing 
Colonies they must be prepared, if they 
mismanage those natives—if they pro- 
duce trouble and difficulty and possibly 
rebellion in the colony — to deal with those 
questions themselves, and must not ex- 
pect aid in money or men from the home 
Government for the purpose of putting 
down trouble of that description. 
| Happily there is no chance of such diffi- 
culties arising in Western Australia, for 
| the natives there have no means of 
resistance of a serious kind; but the fact 
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of their helplessness and ignorance makes 
it more essential that their treatment 
should be of the best and most satisfactory 
kind, Therefore I rejoice that an oppor- 
tunity has been given of making known 
to the people of Western Australia the 
sentiments entertained in this country in 
regard to this matter, and also that the 
debate has elicited from the noble Duke 
a satisfactory statement with regard to 
the intentions of the Government of 
Western Australia, 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LanspownkE): My Lords, I desire to 
add my thanks to those which the 
most rev. Primate has received for the 
manner in which he has treated this 
subject. I do not think it would 
have been possible to treat a case, which 
naturally appeals very strongly to our 
emotions, with more moderation and self- 
restraint than the most rev. Primate has 
shown. I read this Report, as the most 
rev. Primate did, with feelings of deep 
indignation, and also with feelings of 
humiliation, because we have always be- 
lieved that evils of the kind which we 
are discussing were of rarer occurrence 
under British rule than under the rule of 
any other civilised Power. Holding that 
belief we have not inf:equently taken 
others to task for breaches of those laws 
of humanity which we ourselves so sin- 
cerely desire to respect. 


To my mind, one of the most mortify- 
ing features of these incidents is that 
they will, in the future, deprive our 
remonstrances of a good deal of the force 
that they have hitherto commanded. 
The noble Duke has offered to your 
Lordships the best defence which could 
be offered. He has dwelt strongly on the 
fact that the inquiry was initiated by the 
colony, and he has shown that the Colonial 
Government intend at the earliest 
moment to introduce the legislation which 
is necessary for the purpose of remzdying 
some of these abuses. He has also shown 
that where executive action could be 
taken that action has already been 
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could be made was that which the noble 
Duke did in fact make—the defence that 
these things should not be allowed to 
happen again, and for that we must look 
to the colony itself. If the privileges of 
self-government mean anything they 
mean that these questions must be dealt 
with by the colonies that enjoy those 
privileges. I for one am ready to believe 
that we may look to the enlightened 
opinion of Western Australia to see that 
these incidents are not repeated. If we 
could conceive such an alternative, I 
think it would be most unfortunate, and 
the worst kind of education that we could 
give a voung colony to take a question 
of this kind out of their hands and to place 
the care of their aborigines under a 
specially constituted board dissociated 
from the responsible Ministers of the 
colony, 


Western Australia. 


I agree with the most rev. Primate 
as to the great difficulty of dealing 
with these problems. They are problems 
which present themselves all over the 
world, wherever the tide of what we are 
pleased to call civilisation comes 
into contact with uncivilised races. The 
problem generally takes this shape. The 
advance of the white man means the 
disappearance of the food supply of the 
natives. In Canada the buffalo is wiped 
out of existence; in Australia it is the 
kangaroo which disappears ; in India, as 
the noble Marquess well remembers, the 
numerous sources of support which 
many of these indigenous races used 
freely to draw from the forests are 
denied to them because the preservation 
of the forests has become necessary for 
public purposes. And 80 it comes to pass 
that these poor people, finding themselves 
deprived of the means of existence, are 
driven to desperation. As often as not it is 
sheer hunger that prompts the acts by 
which they incur the ill-will, and some- 
times bring upon themselves the ven- 
geance, of the white settlers. The 
problem is a difficult one, and requires 
handling with the utmost patience and 
forbearance, and I trust that we may 
look forward to the realisation of the 
hopes expressed by the noble Duke that 


resorted to. Sut the best defence that | the colony in this case will be equal to 
The Marquess of Ripon. 
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its responsibility. It is impossible to get 
rid of the hardship altogether, but you | 
can do something to mitigate it. 


Two precautions suggest themselves 
naturally. One is that a sufficient 
amount of country should be reserved 
for the aborigines, and the other that the 
utmost care should betakenintheselection 
of the persons who are made responsible 
for the administration of justice. Not 
only should you have good and just laws, 
but the people who receive executive 
power and carry out those laws should 
be selected with due and sufficient care. 
I am afraid that some of the passages in 
the Report that has been quoted show 
that some of the subordinate officials 
have in this case a good deal to answer 
for. I venture to think that nothing 
but good can come from this discussion. 
I believe that the most rev. Primate’s 
words will find an echo far beyond 
the walls of this House, and that the 
result of the debate can scarcely fail 
to tend towards the redress of the great 
evils that have been disclosed. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I have 
heard with great satisfaction the speech 
of the noble Marquess, who stands in a 
peculiarly difficult position in such a 
matter as the exponent of the views of 
this country to other nations. What 
the noble Marquess has said will be 
echoed all over the country and will 
emphasise the responsibility of all who 
are entrusted with the duties of govern- , 
ment for carrying on administration in a 
manner that will not impede the efforts 
of His Majesty’s Government to check 


cruelty towards native races in other | 


lands. This debate will, I think, show 
our colonists that their actions are 
followed here with the greatest possible 
interest, and in some cases with anxiety ; 
and [ trust that the instances of grievous 
wrong-doing to the natives of Western 
Australia will now cease, and that the 
aborigines in that region will be governed 
in a humane, just, and generous way. 


House adjourned at Eight o'clock, 
to Thursday next, hclf-past 
Ten o'clock. 
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HOUSH OF VCVOMMONS. 
Tuesday, 9th May, 1905 


——= 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


MR. SPEAKER'S ABSENCE AND 
ABSENCE OF THE CHALRMAN 
WAYS AND MEANS. 


THE 
OF 


The House being met, the Clerk 
at the Table informed the House 
of the unavoidable absence of Mr. 


SPEAKER and of the OHAIRMAN oF 
Ways anD Means, owing to continued 
indisposition. 


Whereupon Mr. Jerrreys, the Deputy- 
Chairman, proceeded to the Table, and, 
after Prayers, took the Chair as 
Deputy-Speaker, pursuant_to the Stand- 
ing Order. 


—_—_— 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS © [LORDS 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr. Deruty-Speaker laid upon the 
Table Report from one of the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the Petition for the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, 
the Standing Orders have not been 
complied with, viz.: — Rhymney and 
Aber Valleys Gas and Water Company 
Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 


Orders. 


Hessle Gas Bill [Lords]; Holy Trinity, 
Portsea, Bill [Lords]. As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time. 


Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) 
Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, and 
, committed. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 3) Bill; Electric Lighting Pro- 
_visional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill. 
Read a second time, and committed. 





| 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

“ To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board for 
jreland relating to Kilrush (Rural), 
Londonderry, and New Ross,’ pre- 
sented by Mr. Attorney - General for 
Ireland ; supported by Mr. Walter Long ; 
read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 206.] 


ULSTER AND CONNAUGHT LIGHT RAIL- 
WAYS BILL. 
Petition for additional Provision; re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—South- 


ampton and Winchester Great Western | 
upon the Table. 


Junction Railway (Abandonment) Bill, 
without Amendment. 


Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and 
Rochester Water Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to authorise the construction of 


new railways and works and the acquisi- | 
the Great Central | 
Railway Company in connection with | 


tion of lands by 


their undertaking; the acquisition of ad- 


ditional lands and the execution of works | 


by the Cheshire Lines Committee and 
the Manchester, South Junction, and 


Altrincham Railway Company respec- | 


tively in connection with their respective 
undertakings; the acquisition by the 
Great Central Railway Company of the 
undertakings of the Wigan Junction 
Railways Company and the Liverpool, 
St. Helen’s, and South Lancashire Rail- 
way Company; the incorporation of a 
Joint Committee of the Great Central 
and London and North Western Railway 
Companies; ard for other purposes.” 
[Great Central Railway Bill [Lords.] 
Also, a Bill, intituled, 
tion of works authorised by the Dearne 
Valley Railway Act, 1897; to authorise | 
alterations in such works; to confer | 


further powers upon the Dearne Valley | 
Railway Company; and for other pur- | 
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“An Act to| 
extend the time limited for the construc- | 
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poses.” [Dearne Valley Railway Bill 
(Lords. ] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to dissolve the University College of 
Sheffield ; and to transfer all the property 
and liabilities of the University College 
of Sheffield to the University of Sheffield ; 
and for other purposes.” [Sheffield Uni- 
versity Bill [Lords.] 


Great Central Railway Bill [Lords]3 
Dearne Valley Railway Bill [Lords] ; 
Sheffield University Bill [Lords]. Read 
the first time; and referred to the 
ixaminers of Petitions for Private Bills. 





PETITIONS. 


FRANCHISE AND REMOVAL OF 

WOMEN’S DISABILITIES BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Kast Bristoi; 
and Horfield and Bishopston; to lie 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT: 
LAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; 
(three) ; Lanark; Perth; 
to lie upon the Table. 


from Glasgow 
and Saltcoats ; 


LOCAL TAXATION. 
Petition from Whitehaven, for legisla- 
tion; to lie upon the Table. 
MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE’S 
SISTER BILL. 
Petition from Hastings, azainst ; 
upon the Table. 


to le 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 
Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Glasgow ; 
Huddersfield (two); and Scottish 
Women’s Liberal Federation ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | 


NAVAL EXPENDITURE (GREAT BRITAIN 
AND FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 


Return [presented 8th May]; 
priated. [No, 155.] 


to be 














1595 (Questions. 
ULTIMUS HARES (SCOTLAND) 
(ACCOUNT AND LIST OF ESTATES). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
fordered 3rd May; Mr. Victor Caven- 
dish]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 156.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3565 and 3366 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TAMIL CHILDREN (EDUCATION). 
Copy presented, of Papers relating to 
the Education of immigrant Tamil Coolie 
Children employed on Estates in Ceylon 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Education —Infringement of Rule 

127 (b) at Newmarket, County Cork. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
Mr. J. D. Lynam, national school in- 
spector, lately visited Newmarket 
(county Cork) male national school, and 
reported that he found the Rule 127 (b) 
broken by the enrolment of two children 
of under eight years of age on March 
28th, and that the teacher acted under 
the written directions of the manager ; 
and, in view of his statement in this 
House in respect to postponement or 
possible withdrawal of said rule, he will 
say on whose authority Inspector Lynam 
made this report. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 1 am 
informed that the inspector made no 
report of the character mentioned in 
this Question. It is true he found that 
two boys under eight years of age had 
recently been enrolled, but he did not 
draw attention to the fact. On the 
contrary, he stated to the manager and 
to the teacher that in his opinion Rule 
127 (b) did not apply to the school, 
inasmuch as the adjoining school was 
not a “suitable” school within the 
meaning of the rule. 
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Clubs registered during January, 1905, 

under the Licensing Act. 

Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can state the 
number of clubs registered during the 
month of January this year in com- 
pliance with the provisions of the 
Licensing Act, 1902, Part III.; the 
name of the borough, county borough, or 
county petty sessional division in which 
the said clubs are situated; the objects 
and number of members of each of the 
said clubs; the terms of subscription ; 
and the hours of opening and closing of 
the club premises. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I am unable to give more 
than the numbers of the clubs registered ; 
and on this point information is not yet 
available for the present year outside 
I am informed that in the 
Metropolitan police district, 990 clubs 
have been registered this year, and in 
the City of London, 59. For the year 
1904, the figures were: Metropolitan 
police district, 1,026; City, 59; other 
English police districts, 5,186; Welsh, 
191. Total, 6462. Fox details as to the 
localities in which the clubs are situated 
the Annual Report of the Constabulary 
Inspectors for the year 1903-4 (which 
will be published very shortly) may b 
consulted. 


County Licensing Committees. 

Mr. HELME (Lancashire, Lancaster) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that in some counties the position and 
powers of additional members appointed 
by non-county boroughs to serve on 
county licensing committees under Sec- 
tion 5 (5) of the Licensing Act, 1904, are 
made to differ from those of ordinary 
members of such committees ; and, if so, 
will he, in such cases, take steps to 
prevent it. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I have not in mind any case 
in which an exception is being made from 
the provisions of the Act in regard to this 
matter. The powers and duties of the 
borough members are defined by the 
enactment quoted, which provides that 


|any justice appointed thereunder shall, 
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for the purposes of the determination of { 
any question as to the refusal of a licence | 
and any matters consequential thereon, | 
be deemed to be an additional member | 
of the committee. 


Questions. 


Ro2d Accidents Returns—Distinction be- 
tween Accidents Caused by Motor- 
propelled and Horsedrawn Vehicles. 


Mr. BROOKE ROBINSON (Dudley) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Howe Department whether the Returns 
antually made by coroners distingvish 
in the case of road accidents those caused 


by motor-prope led vebicles from these | 


caused by horse-drawn vehicles; and, if 

no distinction ‘s made, whether he will 

dircet coroners in future to do so. 
(Answered by Mr. Secretory Akers- 


Douglas.) The annual Returns made to 
me by coroners do rot distingu’sh 


between accidents caused by horsed and | 


those caused by motor vehicles. They 
do not even distirguish road accidents 
from other accidental causes of death, 
their object being merely to exhibit the 
legal aspect of the cavse of death, 7.e., 
murder, suicide, accident, etc. The 
distinction suggested could not, I think, 
be made appropuiately in the Return. 


Report of the Medical Officer of Health 
for the Parish of Uig, Island of Lewis. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To | 


ask the Lord-Advocate if he will state 
why the report of the medical officer of 
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health for the parish of Uig, Is'and of 
Lewis, is not included with the reports 
of other medical officers in the current 
report of the county medical officer of 
health for Ross and Cromarty. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
report of the medical officer of health of 
Uig had not been received by the county 
medical officer of health at the time of 
his annual report goirg to press, but in 
any case the publishing of the parish 

| reports in the county reports is a matter 
within the discretion of the county 
medical officer. 


Sums paid to Highland Crofting Counties 
out of the Equivalent Grant—Reduc- 
a under the Education (Scotland) 
Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord- 

Advocate if he will state what sum was 

paid last year to each county council 

in the Highland Crofting Counties out of 
the Equivalent Grant; and will he state 
approximately to what extent the sum 
paid to each of these councils will be 
diminished if the clause in the Education 

(Scotland) Bill dealing with this grant 

becomes law, 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) As 
| the hon. Member is aware, the amount 
of the Equivalent Grant varies from year 
to year. On last year’s basis, the 
figures are as follows :— 





Amount 
Name of county. 


of Equivalent Grant for 


Amount which would have 
been paid if the provisions 
of the Education (Scotland) 


paid to county out 





1903-4. Bill had been law. 

£ s. d £ s. d 
Argyll - 931 6 8 1,186 11 2 
Caithness - 664 7 4 405 5 4 
Inverness 2039 0 1 1,252 14 1 
Orkney - 573 9 6 352 6 6 
Ross and Cromarty . - 1,854 6 9 1,139 5 1 
Sutherland = - - : - 631 9 8 387 19 6 
Zetlard - : : - | 533 4 11 327 12 3 
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Suggested Extension of the Benefits of the 
Crofters’ Act, 1886, to small Leasehc’ ‘cts 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord-4 
whether he has received a 0% 
reso}ution carried recently =: 


of erofters at Mulbine, 7 acc is! 


hire, urging that the benefis of The 





irotters’ Act, 1885, should bo extended 
» small leascholders, and that the 

‘viters’ Coimrmission should be em- 

ered + e.urge ex sting holdings, and 

o ererie Lew ones out of lands scheduled 
uD ° Report of the Deer Forest 
Com ission; and, if so, will he state 
what oa he proposes to take in the 


matt 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) <A 
resolution has recently been received by 
the Secretary for Scotland from the 
crofters at Mulbine to the effect stated 
in the Question, but legislation will be 
necessary to give effect to it, and the 
Secretary for Scotland does not contem- 
plate introducing any legislation on this 
subject. 


Education (Scotland) Bill—Meeting 
Places of Provincial Councils. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Lord-Ad- 
vocate whether he is aware that in the 
Education (Scotland) Bill which was 
brought before Parliament last year, 
provision was made for Inverness to be 
one of the four places at which the pro- 
posed provincial councils would meet ; 
and, in view of the fact that the County 
Council of Ross and Cromarty, at their 
meeting on the 2nd instant, protested 
against St. Andrews being substituted for 
Inverness, will he consider the expediency 
of falling in with the views of the county 
council on the subject. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) 1 
may refer the hon. Member to what I 
said on this matter on the Secord Reading 
of the Bill. 


Southport Telegraph Office. 

Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire, 
Southport): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he is aware that an 
officer has been brought from Keighiey to 
fill a vacancy in the Southport telegraph 
office; and, if so, whether, seeing that 
at the present time there are several fully- 
qualified learners in the Southport office 
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awaiting appointment, the senior of whom 
has now been in the service nearly five 
years, he will explain why one of such 
fully-qualified learners was not appointed 
to the vacancy. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
officer transferred from Keighley filled a 
vacancy for a man at Southport, and the 
senior male learner at Southport had less 
than two years service at the time when 
the vacancy was filled. The learner at 
Southport to whom the hon. Member 
refers as having been in the service for 
nearly five years is a female, and I regret 
that, owing mainly to the falling off in 
telegraph business, it has not yet bee 
practicable to give her an established ap- 
pointment at Southport. She has, 
however, been offered appointment at 
several other offices in the same district 
which she has declined. I will, however, 
consider whether the circumstances now 
admit of her being appointed at South- 
port. 


Postage on Ross and Cromarty Rate 
Demand Notes. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the Postmaster- 
General if he will state on what ground 
the rate demand notes sent out by the 
county collector for Ross and Cromarty, 
which have hitherto been charged one 
halfpenny postage, are now charged one 
penny ; and will he consider the expedi- 
ency of arranging for the halfpenny rate 
to be reverted to. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) As I 
informed the hon. and gallant Member 
for St. Andrews Burghs on the 12thf of 
last month, the change of practice referred 
to was made in connection with the re- 
vision of the halfpenny post regulations 
in January, 1904. It was found that 
attempts were made to pass under the 
previous regulations many documents to 
which it was never intended that the 
preferential rate should apply, and the 
privilege of sending notices (other than 
those which conformed to the conditions 
applicable to circulars) at the halfpenny 
rate was accordingly restricted to officers 
of a Court of justice. I am sorry that I 
do not see my way to alter the decision 
then arrived at. 

+ See (4) Debates, exliv., 1399. 
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Speed of Motor-Cars. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland) : To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board if he will, in the 
interests of the public safety, withdraw 
the circular letter from the Local Govern- 
ment Board of November 20th to all the 
local authorities, limiting the discretion 
of public bodies with reference to the 
speed of motor-cars. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
At present it does not appear to me to 
be necessary to withdraw the circular 
referred to. I may point out that the 
circular does not limit the discretion of 
local authorities. AJlit does is to indicate 
that in the opinion of the Local Govern- 
ment Board speed limits under Sections 
8 and 9 of The Motor-Car Act, 1908, 
should not be readily imposed until it is 
found that the provisions of the Act which 
render liable to severe penalties motorists 
who drive recklessly or negligently or at 
a speed or in a manner dangerous to the 
public are insufficient and require to be 
reinforced by action under those sections. 


Lincoln Typhoid Fever Outbreak- - 
Suggested Official Inquiry. 


Mr. JACOBY (Derbyshire, Mid.): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he intends to send an 
official to hold an inquiry at Lincoln into 
the recent serious epidemic cf typhoid 
fever. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) A 


medical inspector of the Local Govern- | 


ment Board visited Lincoln, and 
investigated the causes of the outbreak 
referred to, [am not prepared to direct 
any further official inquiry on the 
subject. 


Appointment of Assistant Engineers in 
the Indian Public Works Department. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- | 
shire, W.): To ask the Secretary of State | 


for India whether he will reconsider the 
Circular of November, 1904, regarding the 
appointment of assistant engineers in the 
Public Works Department of the Govern- 


ment of India; and whether, looking to | 


the race equality enjoined in the Regu- 
lating Act of 1833, and in the Queen’s 
Proclamation of 1858, he will modify the 
condition contained in Section 4, which 
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requires that all candidates shall be of 
European descent, 


(Ajnswered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The Circular relates to appointments 
which have to be made in order te, 
supplement. the supply of Europea. 
engineers passing out from the Roy: 
Indian Engineering College this summe 
on the completion of the usual course 7 
three years. It was open to nativer f 
India to enter the college in 1904, unac, 
certain conditions, with a view to 
competing for two appointments annually 
in the Public Works and Telegraph De- 
partments; and they have, moreover, the 
exclusive right of entering those Depart- 
ments through the Indian Engineering 
Colleges. I see no reason, therefore, for 
modifying the Cireular in the way pro- 
posed, but I propose that, when the 
college ceases to supply engineers for 
Indian service, the privilege which, within 
certain limits, natives of India have 





enjoyed under the college prospectus of 
‘entering the Public Works Department 
| from this country, shall be continued. 


Illegal Trawling off the Irish Coasts. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether instructions 
have been issued to the coastguards 
stationed along the Irish coast, and 
especially to the Kingstown, Howth, 
Malahide, Skerries, and Balbriggan 
| stations, to watch and report unlawiul 
| trawling within the limits. 





| (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) In- 
| structions have been issued to all the 
coastguards in Ireland to report to the 
Department of Agriculture any breaches 
of the regulations relating to trawling 
which may come under their notice. 





Trawling off the Irish Coast—Size of 
Meshes of Trawl Nets. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
{land whether any authority has been 
/appointed by the Department of Agn- 
| culture and Fisheriesin Ireland toexamine 
and report upon the size of the meshes 
_ of trawl and seine nets so as to carry cut 
the regulations passed to enable th 
escape of very small fish; and whether 
‘he is aware that trawl nets frequently 


Me 





aie 








wl 


| | 
fac 


on 

for 
eve 
hoc 
hay 
the 





dec 
to t 








insh 
of n 
the 


Iri 


M 
tary 
whet 
whet 
land 











u- 
ns 
‘ds 
nd 
th, 
an 
ful 


hes 
ing 


of 


hief 
Tre- 
een 
ori 
nine 
shes 
out 

th 
ther 
ntly 











1333 Questions. 


hold sand and destroy numbers of small 
fish. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Department have issued warrants to the 
caytain and mate of their steam cruiser 
‘Helga,’ and also of the “ Granuaile,” 

hich belongs te the Congested Districts 

ird. These warrants constitute the 
viders police authorities, and empower 
tnem to enforce any law, by-law, or 
regulation relating to sea fisheries. It is 
part of the duty of the coastguard to 
report to the Department breaches of the 
law regarding the size of the mesh of nets 
or any other matter affected by the sea 
fishery regulations. It is a fact that 
trawl nets sometimes get choked with 
sand when the vessels are becalmed or 
are moving too slowly ; but the skippers 
in their own interests take all possible 
steps to prevent this from occurring. 


Decay of Irish Fishery Industry. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that around the Irish 
coast the sailing trawlers, especially the 
smaller ones, have diminished in number, 
and that the line fishermen are gradually 
abandoning their occupation as they 
cannot earn a livelihood at it; and, if so, 
whether he proposes to take any action 
in the matter, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) It is a 
fact that the number of sailing trawlers 
on the Irish coast has been decreasing 
for some years past. This decrease, how- 
ever, is most noticeable in the neighbour- 
hood of Dublin, where sailing trawlers 
have come into direct competition with 
the more efficient steam trawlers. The 
decrease in sailing trawlers is not confined 
to theIrish coast. It has occurred to a 
much greater extent on the English coast. 
By-laws have been made restricting 
inshore trawling, which have the effect 
of mitigating damage likely to be done to 
the line-fishing industry. 


Irish Fisheries—Deep-Sea and Inshore 
Fishering. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland | 
whether he will cause inquiry to be made | 
whether the alleged good supply of fish 
landed in Ireland is mainly obtained from | 
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| steam trawlers; and whether he will 
cause a Return to be made of the quantity 
of fish obtained from deep-sea fishing as 
compared with that derived from inshore 
fishing. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Sta- 
tisties of fish landed on the Trish coast are 
collected and are published each year in 
the Annual Report of the fishery branch 
of the Department. The statistics also 
deal with the methods by which the 
various classes of fish are caught. In the 
Dublin Market, which is the principal 
one in Ireland, more fish are linded by 
steam trawlers than by sailing trawlers. 
In Galway Bay and Dingle, which are 
the other most important centres of 
trawling, all the fish are landed by sailing 
trawlers. With regard to deep-sea fishing 
in general, the quantity of mackerel 
landed by boats fishing in the deep-sea is 
about equal to that caught close in shore 
by row boats. Herrings are caught to a 


| greater extent in the inshore areas than 


by deep-sea fishing. 


Rebuilding of Guy's School, Ballymena. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
grant has deen provisionally sanctioned 
by the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion towards the rebuilding and extension 
of Guy’s Schools, Ballymena; if so, will 
he state what steps the Commissioners 
have taken to satisfy themselves that a 
necessity for the additional accommoda- 
tion intended to be provided by the re- 
building and extension of these schools 
exists in Ballymena. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Yes, 
Sir. The Commissioners satisfied them- 
selves of the necessity for the proposed 
new schoolhouse by due inquiry made 
through one of their senior inspectors. 


Grant to Cloncore School. 
Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that the Com- 


| missioners of National Education have 


given a grant to the new Cloncore Sc.ool, 
where the ave age attendance for quarter 
ending 3lst March was fifty-seven, and 
fifty-six of the pupils in attendance were 
withdrawn from other schools in which 
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more than sufficient accommodation 
already existed, that the Waveney 


Applicant School, Ballymena, had ninety- 
one pupils under eight years of age on 
roll in December last, thirty-three of these 
were never at school before, thirty-five 
were withdrawn from an overcrowded 
school, Guy’s Infants (accommodation for 
155, average attendance for year with 
Waveney School in operation 156), and a 
number came from other schools outside 
Ballymena, that the Cemmissioners 
refuse to recognise the Waveney School | 
upon the around that the children in 
attendance were withdrawn from other 
schools in which sufficient accommodation 
already existed ; and whether, in view of 
the fact that a grant to Waveney School 
was refused upon this ground, he will 
explain why the same objection was not 
made or insisted upon to the Cloncore 
application. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The | 


Commissioners granted aid to the new | 


Cloncore (“Cloncore Upper”) National | 
School from May Ist, 1904.  Accord- | 


ing to the inspector’s report on the) 


{COMMONS} 





(Questions. 


endowments in connection with Guy’s 
Free Schools, Ballymena; and _ that 
memorials signed by Ballymena residents, 
protesting against the diversion of the 
endowments as defined in the scheme, 
the removal of the schools from their 
present site, the site on which it is pro- 
posed to rebuild, and asking an inquiry 
into the circumstances of the case, had 
| been received by the educational endow- 
| ments inspectors ; and, if so, will he state 
| whether it is intended, before any further 
taken, to grant the inquiry 





steps are 
| asked for, 
| 

| (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
| Answer to tlie first inquiry is in the 
| affirmative. The scheme provides that 
‘the governors shall not move the 
| school to another site without the con- 
| sent of the Commissioners of Chari- 
|table Donations and Bequests. The 
| Commissioners have not yet received an 
application for their consent, but when 
the matter comes before them they will 
‘doubtless consider any memorial which 
persons interested may address to them. 
The Educational Endowments (Ireland) 


application for aid, dated July 2nd, Commission has long since ceased to 
1904, filty-six of the seventy - four) exist, The Commissioners of Education 
pupils the rolls came from other) jy Treland have received the memorial 
schools. The average attendance for | referred to but they have no control over 
the quarter ended March 31st, 1905,| the endowment. — 

was fifty - seven, but what  propor- | 


tion of this average attendance repre- 
sented children drawn from other schools 
cannot be stated. For the facts as to the 


Waveney School I beg to refer to my | 


replies to the hon, Member’s Questions 
of the 3rd,F l1th,f and 19tht April last. 
The cases of the Waveney and Cloncote | 
applications are not identical, The 
Commissioners gave their most careful | 
consideration to each case upon its merits, | 
and, in the exercise of the discretion | 
vested in them, refused aid in the one 
case and granted it in the other. 


Guy’s Free Schools, Ballymena, 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland | 
whether he is aware that a scheme has | 
been framed under the Educational 
Endowments (Ireland) Act, 1885, for the 
government and management of the 


fi See (4) Debates, caliv. vy Misa; 1250. 
t See 589. 
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| Coolie Education in Ceylon—Publication 
of Papers. 
Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
i.R., Holderness): To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he will lay 
upon the Table the correspondence 
| between the Government of Pe and 
the Secretary ef State on the education 
‘of the children employed on estates in 
| that colony; also ‘copies of resolutions 
| | passed by the Committees or Commissions 
| to which the matter has been referred, 
“together with memoranda by members 
| thereof, and minutes of evidence, if any, 
| taken before such Committees, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
'I will lay upon the Table a copy of 
| correspondence on coolie education as 
| published 1 in Ceylon, As regards the last 


~ | part of this Question, so far as I am aware 


the Papers referred to have not yet been 
presented to the Legislative Council, and 
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I am therefore unable to lay them on the 
Table. 


Mr. STANLEY WILSON: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
will state on what date the last Commis- 
sion on coolie education in Ceylon was 
appointed ; and when does he expect to 
receive its Report. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The Commission to inquire into educa- 
tional questions in Ceylon was appointed 
last January, and the Governor informs 
me that it is expected to report some 
time in July. 


Army Gymnasia. 

Sir THOMAS DEWAR 
Hamlets, St. George’s): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 
with a view to physical development in 
the Army and the temporary reappoint- 
ment of the inspector of gymnasia, has 
he yet made any definite appointment to 
this position ; and, if so, will the curricu- 
lum be arranged in accordance with the 
most modern methods of instruction. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The reply to the first part of 
the Question is in the negative. As re- 
gards the second part of the Question the 
curriculum is, it is believed, arranged in 
accordance with the most modern 
methods of instruction. 


QUESTIONS IN TiE HOUSE, 


The Black Watch—Place of Training, 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
of reckoning service of officers in West 


to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
he can state whether the Ist Battalion 
Royal Highlanders (the Black Watch), 
now stationed at Fort George is to be 
sent to Stobs for training ; and, if so, 
what use is to be made of the manceuvre 
ground recently leased in the Inverness 
district for the training of troops. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


WAR (Mr. Arnoup-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): All Regular battalions in theScottish 


Command, including the Ist Battalion | 
Royal Highlanders, will be assembled for 


brigade training at Stobs about August 
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Ist. No mancuvre ground is leased 
inthe Inverness District, except in the 
vicinity of Fort George, and this land is 
only sufficient for company and battalion 
field training. 


Cadet Corps. 

Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight): I beg 
to ask the Sceretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that officers 
of calet battalions are required by the 
War Office to pass examinations, that 
the corps are inspected and reported on 
by officers of the Army, and in other 
respects subject to Government inspec- 
tion and control, he will consider the 
desirability of making some grant to 
these corps. 


Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: Cadet 
battalions are already granted the monies 
involved in the issue to them of arms and 
ammunition and the cost of inspections 
and reports. These inspections are made 
at the request, and for the benefit, of the 
cadet organisations. The question of 
the grant of capitation allowances has 
been raised on previous occasions and it 
has not hitherto been held advisable to 
increase the assistance given to them. I 
am not aware of any ieasons for 
departing from this decision. 


Military Service in Nigeria. 

Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) : T beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will consider the advisability 
ol allowing ollicers attached to military 
forces in Nigeria to count each year’s 
service as two as is now the case with 
non-commissioned officers, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The mode 


Africa received very careful consideration 
at the hands of my predecessor, who 
decided that no changes should be made 
in the system then existing. Iam not 
aware of any grounds for departing from 
this decision. 


Tke Colonial Conference. 

Mex. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): T beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he has yet taken any steps to 
ascertain whether any of the self-govern- 
ing Colonies are willing to send to the 
propesed (Colonial Conference delegates 
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who will be entirely free and unfettered | 


by instructions. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
wick and Leamington): No, Sir. Such 
steps would be in my opinion very pre- 
mature. 


Establishment of a Marine Post Office on 
Atlantic Liners. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Postmaster-Ceneral if it 
is the intention to establish a marine 
post office on the liners plying between 
England and the United States ; and, if 
so, will he appoint those officers to the 
sea post office who have successfully 
dealt with American mails on the Dublin 
and Queenstown T. P. O. for a number 
of years, and whose experience of 
such work specially fits them for, and 
gives them a claim to, a position on the 
marine post office. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
Stantey, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
The Answer to the first part of the hon. 
Member’s Question is in the affirmative. 
The moils between this country and the 
United States will be sorted at sea by a 
force supplied partly by the Post Office of 
the United States, and partly by the British 
Post Office. The matter is an adminis- 
trative one of a new kind. I cannot 
admit that any particular body of officers 
has a claim to the new duties, and the 
men selected will be those who are con- 
sidered the most competent to perfo m 
this work, 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : Would not 
the people in the habit of doing this 
work be the most fit for it ? 


Lorp STANLEY : Yes, probably. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): Is the right hon. Gentleman 


aware that the non-transference of the 
men now sorting mails between Queens- 
town and Dublin will inflict serious 
injury on them? Will he take that into 
consideration 2 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. The only 
consideration must be that of getting the 
best men I can for the work. 
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Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Will 
the proposed change make any alteration 
in the existing arrangement for landing 
the American mails at Queenstown ? 


Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir. 


Members’ Correspondence. 

Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley) : Lbeg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, as above a hundred Members of 
this House find it more convenient to 


| them to have all their letters which come 


here redirected to their home address, he 
will give instructions, failing any better 
method that can be adopted, that Mem- 
bers’ letters shall be delivered to them if 
they areon the premises, in a similar 
way to that which is adopted in some 
Foreign Houses of Parliament. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not quite 
sure to what method of delivery the hon. 
Member refers, and I shall be obliged if 
he will give me particulars of it, in order 
that the question may be considered. 


Vagrancy Convictions in Manchester. 

Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that at the Manchester 
City Police Court on the 22nd April last, 
135 men of all ages were charged with 
the offence of sleeping out at a brick 
croft near Moston, when about 125 of 
them were sent to gaol for seven days, 
notwithstanding that some of them stated 
they had work to go to if they were 
allowed to depart, while one or two who 
had means upon them were discharged ; 
and whether he will consider the advisa- 
bility of proposing some change in the 
law to avoid the recurrence of similar 
action in the case of destitute persons. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs- 
Doucas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): I have 
made inquiry from the magistrates 
who dealt with these cases. They inform 
me that the evidence against each defend- 
ant was duly considered, and due weight 
given to their statements as to previous 
and prospective employment. In their 


opinion, however, the defendants who 
were convicted belonged to the class of 
| persons against whom the Vagrant Act 1s 
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directed. The magistrates add that on 
further consideration of the circumstances, 
and with full knowledge of the character 
of the defendants, they are still of opinion 
that the defendants did not come within 
the category of working men, but were 
tramps and beggars who did not desire 


Questions. 


work. Considerable damage had been 
done at the brickfield where the men 


were arrested. I am not prepared to 
propose any change in the existing law. 


Underfed School Children—Liability of 
London Boards of Guardians. 

Dr, MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
(rovernment Board whether, under the 
Order and Circular on the Feeding of 
Hungry Children, any cost incurred by 
London boards of guardians will be a 
charge on the parish Poor Law fund or 


on the Metropolitan Common Poor 
Fund. 
THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLp 
3aLrour, Leeds, Central): The cost of 
relief given by a board of guardians in 
London is in all cases defrayed in the 
first instance out of their own funds; 
but the enactments relating to the Metro- 
politan Common Poor Fund _ provide 
that certain payments shall be paid to 
them out of that fund in respect of 
expenses which they have incurred for 
purposes therein specificd. Relief of 
the kind mentioned in the Question 
would not in general come within these 
enactments, and consequently no pay- 
ment could be made out of the fund in 
respect of it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Will the Govern- 
ment consider the desirability of making 
the change in the law necessary to place 
the expenditure on the Common Fund ? 

Mr. GERALD BALFCUR: I 


give no pledge. 


can 


Parents of Underfed Children—Electoral 
Disqualification. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether it is in the 
discretion of boards of guardians, under 
the Order and Circular of the LocalGovern- 
ment Board on the Feeding of Hungry 
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Children, to enforce the disfran- 
chisement of a parent whose child in the 
opinion of the guardians is suffering from 
want of food through no fault of the 
parent. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle): I beg at the 
same time to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether it is 
intended that parents whose children are 
provided with meals under the powers of 
the recent Order shall be disfranchised 
on the ground of such relief. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Perhaps 
[ may be allowed to answer these Ques- 
tions together. Neither the Local 
Government Board nor the guardians 
have any authority or juris liction with 
regard to any question of disfranchise- 
ment. The receipt of parochial relief 
within the prescribed period is a dis- 
qualification for being registered as a 
voter. 1am not aware that the fact of 
the relief being given on loan would 
make any difference in this respect, but 
whether in any particular case a person 
is disqualified on the ground of receipt 
of parochial relief is a matter for the 
Revising Barrister. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Is not the Answer 
to the latter part of my Question practi- 
cally in the affinnative, so that dis- 
franchisement will occur in these cases ? 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, so 


far as I am aware. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
Ts the right hon. Gentleman not aware 
that it has been twice decided in the 
Law Courts that relief given in the form 
of loan does not disqualify. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Iam not 
aware of it. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I will send the 
right hon. Gentleman the cases. 


Tuberculosis Commission. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
K.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board what is the 
present position of the inquiry being 
held by the Commission on Tuberculosis ; 
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and when the Commission may be ex- 
pected to complete its inquiry and 
report. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I under- 
stand that the Royal Commission hope 
to issue a further Interim Report towards 
the end of the present year, but thai it 
is not possible to say at present when 
the final Report will be issued. 


Agricultural Rating Act—Clerical In- 
comes from Corn Rents, 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, 
the Local Government Board whether 
clerical incomes derived, under certain 
Acts of Parliament, from corn rents, 
are entitled to the benefit of 
Agricultural Rating Act. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The Act 
to which I think my hon. friend intends 
to refer is the Tithe Rentcharge (Rates) 
Act, 1899. Some corn rents are not 
rateable, but where acorn rent, whether 
converted into a rentcharge or not, is 
attached to a benefice and is rateable, 
the Act of 1899 applies. 


Smallpox on Vessels—Quarantine 
Regulations. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Boarl whether there is 
power vested In the port authorities at 
Southampton and elsewhere, or in the 
public health authorities, to quarantine 
vessels upon which are persons suffering 
from, or suspected to be suffering from, 
infectious disease; if so, whether he can 
state why such power was not exercised 
in regard to the steamship ‘‘ Nile,” which 
brought cases of smallpox into Southamp- 
ton, and through its passengers and crew 
spread the disease in various parts of 
England and Ireland; if there be no 
such power in either authority, whether 
he will take steps to have it vested in 
those charged with the preservation of 
public health: and whether he can state 
the number of persons landed from the 
“Nile”? who have developed this disease, 
and also the number of those who came 
in contact with passengers or crew who 
have taken the disease, and whether any 
deaths have resulted. ; 
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market): I beg to ask the President of || 4) eat 


the | 





1344 
Mr, GERALD BALFOUR: The loca! 


authorities referred to are not empowered 
to quarantine vessels coming into their 
districts with smallpox cases on board, 
but if there is a person on board suffering 
from any dangerous infectious disorder he 
may be removed to hospital under a 
justice’s order. I could not hold out any 
expectation that the former system of 
putting vessels into quarantine would be 
revived in this country. I understand 


Questions. 


\that sixteen persons in England and 


»” 


Wales who were landed from the “ Nile 
have since developed smallpox, and that 
who came luto contact 
with the passengers or crew have also 
developed the disease. Four cases of 
deaths from smallpox at Southampton 
have been reporied to the Local Govern- 
ment Board as occurring since the arrival 
of theship. The Board have not received 


| any reports as to deaths from the disease 


at other places to Which any of the crew 
or passengers proceeded on landing. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTACU (Hampshire, 


New Forest): Was there any failure of 
duty on the part of the local authorities ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Siz, as 


| far as I am aware the local authorities at 


Southampton seem to have done their 
duty. 


City of Winchester Motor-Car 
Regulations. 

Me. CAWLEY (Lancashire,  Prest- 
wich): 1 beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether he 
will state the grounds on which the 
Local Government Board refused the 
application of the corporation of the 
City of Winchester to limit the speed of 
motor-cars to ten miles an hour whilst 
passing through the city. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: A local 
inquiry was held in this case at which 
the application was opposed. ‘The ex- 
perience gained by the inquirics held in 
this and other cases led the Local 
Government Board to the conelusion 
that the regulation which under Section 
9 of the Motor-Car Act, 1903, is only 
authorised “ with a view to the safety of 
the public” ought not to be applied unless 


it was shown that the safety of the public 
is inadequately protected by the other 
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provisions of the Act, and particularly! Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 


by Section 1, which makes motorists | Answer to the first part of the Question 


liable to heavy penalties who drive 
“recklessly or negligently or at a speed 
or in a manner which is dangerous to the 
public.” Further, that whatever case 
there might be for the imposition of the 
speed limit as regards the whole or 
part of any particular highway, it 
appeared to be impossible to hold that 
the safety of the public demanded that 
throughout the whole of such an area as 
the City of Winchester no motorist should 
under any circumstances drive his car at 


a speed exceeding ten miles an hour. On | 
these grounds the Board felt unable to | 
comply with the application of the town | 


council. 


Mr. CAWLEY: Then are we to under- 
stand that in no ease will the local 
authority have power to regulate the 
speed 2 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Oh, no, Sir. | 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : Is the right hon. Gentle- 


man aware that the late President of | 


the Local Government Board only got 


this Bill through on the understanding | 


that the local authorities should have 
jurisdiction in their area 2 


| No Answer was returned. | 


The Valuation Bill. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he is yet in a 
position to name a day for the introduc- 
tion of the Valuation Bill; whether, 
having regard to the number, difficulty, 
and importance of the appeals now made 


in rating cases, he will be prepared in the | 
tribunal | 


sill to substitute an expert 
for quarter sessions as the authority for 
determining all such appeals; and 
whether, seeing that in London pressure 
oceurs in the vear of quinquennial re- 
valuation, he will consider the desirability 
of inserting in the Government’s Valua- 
tion Bill some provision for spreading the 
work of revaluation over the whole 
quinquennium imstead of concentrating 
1f 1n one year. 


| is in the negative. 


| I could not give any 
| promise to comply with the proposal in 
|the second part of it. I will give 
| consideration to the suggestion in the 

last part of the Question, but the matter 
is not free from difficulty. 


| Consolidation of the Poor Law. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask 
ithe President of the Local Government 
| Board whether he is aware that the 
guardians of 214 Poor Law Unions in 
Kingland and Wales have this year 
adopted a resolution in favour of the 
Government and the Local Government 
Board proceeding without delay with 
measures for the consolidation and 
codification of the laws relating to the 
relief of the poor, and the Orders issued 
by his Department for the administration 
| thereof; and what action, if any, he 
| proposes taking in the matter. 


Me. GERALD BALFOUR: [ am 
| aware of the resolution passed bv boards of 
guardians on the subject referred to. I 
realise the advantages which would result 
from consolidating the law relating to the 
| relief of the poor, but IT am afraid I 
|could not hold out any prospect of 
legislation on the subject during the 
present session. The question of con- 
solidating the Poor Law Orders is 
however, receiving attention. 


’ 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Will the Govern- 
ment appoiit a small Committee to 
| inquire into the possibility of legislation ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 
we have no such intention. 





Sheep Scab in the Orkneys. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
| Agriculture if the existence of sheep 
|scab has been proved to be existent 
‘or to have lately been inexistence 
\in the Orkney Isles; and if he is 
‘not satisfied of its existence will he 
appoint an inspector to examine the 
flocks before bringing the Order into 
force requiring that sheep shall be dipped 
before shipment; if he is aware of the 
cost to small farmers of putting up sheep 
dips; and if it is proved that dipping is 
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necessary the Board of Agriculture will 


Questions, 


erect sheep dips at convenient places | 
where farmers can dip their sheep on. 


paying cost of material used. 


*THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Aitwyn FELLowzs, 
Huntingdonshire, Ramsey): The 
case of sheep scab reported to the Board 
from Orkney occurred in the quarter 
ending at Midsummer last year. It is 
not practicable to adopt the hon. Mem- 
ber’s suggestion that an inspector should 
be sent to examine the 36,000 sheep 
scattered all over the Orkneys, but I 
hope shortly to be able to announce 
certain amendments to the Order, which 
will, I hope, remove many of the diffi- 


culties which have been anticipated. | 


The Board have no funds at their dis- 
posal for the provision of dipping tanks 
or places, but, under the Diseases of 
Animals Act, 1903, local authorities 
are empowered to provide facilities for 
the dipping of sheep, and I have no doubt 
but that they will avail themselves of 
this power where necessary. 


Thames Barrage Scheme, 

*Sr CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow- 
in-Furness): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Board of Trade whether his atten 
tion has been drawn to the proposed 
barrage for the Thames by building a 
dam at Gravesend which would do away 
with all dredging above Gravesend, keep 
the water in the river always at a high- 


tide level from Gravesend to Teddington, | 


and increase the navigable area; whether 
he is aware that Sir Douglas Fox, late 
President Inst. C.E., from an engineering 
pont of view, and Mr. W, J. Dibdin, late 
analyticel chemist of the Londen County 
Council, from a sanitary aspect, have 
reported favourably on the scheme; and 
whether he will appoint experts to con- 
sider and report to the House if the 
scheme is practicable prior to the con- 


templated expenditure for dredging and | 


improvement of the Port of London. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY vo tHE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
The attention of the Board of Trade 


has been directed more than 
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once | 
to a proposal for a barrage across the ' 
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(Thames, but they are not aware that 
the details of a scheme have been 
sufficiently carefully thought out and 
formulated. I have also seen communi- 
cations from the distinguished gentlemen 
referred to in the Question. I gather, 
however, that both Sir Douglas Fox and 
Mr. Dibdin mide reservations of great 
importance, The Board of Trade do 
not desire to discourage the consideration 
of the question, and should they be 
satisfied that the time has arrived for 
an inquiry, the House may rest assured 
that they will not resist it. But the 
information at their disposal is hardly 
yet sufficient to enable them to recom- 
mend the spending of public money on 
such a report as that suggested. 


Questions. 


*Sir CHARLES CAYZER: May Iask 
whether, in view of the far-reaching impor- 
tance of the barrage scheme to the Port 
‘of London, the Board of Trade will be 
prepared, if the same is practicable, to 
appoint a Departmental Committee, 
together with Members of the House, 
to investigate the subject. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I do not think 
an inquiry of that kind would be of any 
use without expert evidence, which would 
cost a great deal of money, and the 
Board would not be justified in recom- 
mending it until they see how such a 
scheme is likely to be supported by 


public bodies. 


Lightships and Wireless Telegraphy. 
Masor SEELY: I beg to ask the 


'Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether the work of installing wire: 
less telegraphy on the six  lightships 


for life-saving purposes has now been 
commenced ; and when it is likely to be 
completed. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The agreement 
with the Marconi Company has been 
finally settled, and the work of installa- 
| tion will be put in band forthwith. 


iForeign Prison-made Goods. 
Mr. ‘LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
| Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary 
| to the Treasury what is the amount 
of prisen-made foreign gools which 
has been from = ‘anding 
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Questions. 


under the provisions of the Prison- 
made Goods Act up to December 3lst, 
1904. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- | 


' schools to recognise attendance in church 


pisH, Derbyshire, W.); No goods have 
been prohibited from being landed nor 
have any further seizures been made by 
the Customs Department under the Act 
referred to since the date of my reply on 
July 14th last toa Question by the hon. 
Member on this subject. The total value 
of such seizures is, therefore, still 
£183 4s. Od. 


Mr. Chamberlain’s Room in the House 
of Commons. 


{9 May 1905} 
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Tae PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Wittram Anson, Oxford University): 
I have seen the resolution referred to. The 
local education authority for Shrews- 
bury is willing in the case of voluntary 


Questions. 


as attendance at school for the purpose 
of religious instruction on occasions which 
must be specified by the managers and 
which must not exceed twelve in number 
in each year. So long as the conscience 
clause is observed and no direction of the 
local education authority as to secular 
instruction or by-law as to school attend- 


| ance is in issue, there appears to be no 
occasion for the Board of Education to 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to 
ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as | 
representing the First Commissioner of | 


Works, on whose application a private 


room was allotted to the Member for | 


West Birmingham; in what capacity did 
the applicant apply; and when was the 
application made and granted. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): A room was placed at the disposal 
of the right hon. Member for West Birm- 
ingham at the beginning of last session on 
the application of the recognised Whip of 
the Liberal-Unionist Party. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Who is the recog- 
nised Whip of the Lib eral-Un onist Party / 


Lorp BALCARRES: The recognised 


Whip of the Liberal-Unionist Party is the | 
hon, Gentleman’s colleague, the senior | 


representative of the town of Halifax. 


Shrewsbury Education Committee. 

Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Education whether his attention has 
been called to the resolution of the Shrews- 
bury Education Committee 
children in non-provided schools may be 


hours, the attendance at such places of 


worship to count as school attendance ; | 
if so, in view of the provisions of the | 
Education Act, what action the Board of | 
take in the! 


Education 
matter, 


+ See (4) Debates exxxvili., 28. 


proposes to 


intervene. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Univer- 
sity): May Lask under what provision of 
the Act has this authority made such a 
by-law ? 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON: Under the 
by-law making powers given in the 
Education Act of 1870. 


Sanitary Accommodation in Scottish 
Schools. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg 


to ask the Lord-Advocate if he will 
state what provision exists for en- 
suring reasonable inspection of the 
closet accommodation provided for 


school clildren, boys and girls; and if, 
where it is found that there is practi- 
cally no accommodation, the Education 
Department will, by withholding grants, 
insist on its provision. 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) : It is part 


of the duty of His Majesty’s inspectors 


that the | 


| to report upon the closet accommodation 


of every school they visit. If that 
accommodation upon the report of the 
inspector is found to be defective, or if 
the offices are badly kept, a reduction of 
grant, varying from one-tenth to a half 


taken to places of worship during school | according to the gravity of the offence, 
'may be made from the grant. 


Agricultural Rating Bill--Committee 
Stage. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury when it is pro- 
posed to take the Committee stage of the 
Agricultural Rating Bill, 








1351 Mr. Wyndham’s 


Tus PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): To-morrow, 
Sir. 


Government Redistribution Proposals. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
Government intend to found legislation 
upon their Redistribution Resolution 
which will change the areas of any con- 
stituencies within the present year. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
told the House that the Government will 
proceed by Resolution, and when that 
Resolution comes on I shall be able, on 
being asked, to give the hon. Gentleman 
further details. 


French Neutrality in the Far East. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): I beg toask the Prime 
Minister a Question of which I have 
given him private notice, viz.. whether 
he can make any statement to the House 
in Tegard to the situation which has 
arisen in the Far East by reason of the 
alleged violation of French neutrality bv 
Russia on the coast of Cochin China, and 
as to the steps His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have taken with a view of averting 
any danger of an outbreak of war between 
England and France in connection with 
this question. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
the hon. Gentleman I have to say that 
the following information has been 
supplied to His Majesty’s Governmeit 
by the French Ambassador. As soon as 
the French Government became aware of 
the presence of Admiral Rozdhestvensky’s 
squadron in Kamranh Bay, represent:- 
tions were seit to St. Petersburg with 
the result that, under orders from the 
Emperor himself, instructions were tele- 
graphed to the admiral desiring him to 
leave Kaniranh Bay, which he did at 
once. The Russian squadron were sub- 
sequently reported to be at Hon-kole 
Bay, a few miles to the north, and 


Admiral de Jonquities, in command of 
the Freiich station, was sent to report. 
He found the Russian squadron at this 
place, though not inside French terri- | 
Upon this the Governor | 


torial waters. 
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of the French colony of Indo-China, who 
had received instructions to see that 
French neutrality was duly respected, 
sent the French Resident at Nha-trang, 
the French settlement nearest to Hon- 
kohe, with directions to ask the Russian 
admiral to leave. The admiral promised to 
dosoon May 8rd. As regards the reports 
that the Russian squadron had received 
valuable assistance from the French 
authorities in Kamranh Bay, I am in- 
formed that there are only two French- 
men, neither of them an official, but 
holders of concessions from the French 
Government, in that place. 


WYNDHAMWS RESIGNATION—PER- 

SONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover): I ask the 
indulgence of the House for the 
statement which I now wish to make of 
the reasons of my resignation. I regret 
that my health prevented me from doing 
so at an earlier period of the session. I[ 
have, however, Sir, nothing te say this 
afternoon of the interesting character 
which sometimes attaches to occasions 
of this kind. I neither differ from my 
late colleagues on any issue of policy, nor 
have I found cause to change in the 
smallest degree the views which I have 
long held and frequently expressed upon 
Irish administiation. I think now, as I 
have always thought, that the mainten- 
ance of the Union is a fundamental prin- 
ciple of any sound Irish policy. 1 think 
now, as I have always thought, and on 
more than one occasion said, that the 
plans for what are now called devolution 
are, from some points of view, more open 
to criticism than the plan for Home Rule, 
since they have not even the merit of 
appealing to any large section of Irish 
opinion. I ins’sted on resigning, there- 
fore, not on grounds of policy, but be- 
cause certain circumstances, partly 
political and partly personal, convinced 
me that I could best help the Party to 
which I belong and the Government as 
an unofficial Member than as Secretary 
for Ireland. The situation both in Ire 
land and here became complicated, as 
every one knows, by personal misunder- 
standing and this, as 1s apt to happen in 
such cases, produced an atmosphere o 
rumour and suspicion. 


MR. 
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Looking back with the wisdom born after 
events, I think, and am perfectly willing to 
say, that I have been myself in part to 
blame. I have always desired that Irish 
Unionists, and above all that Unionists in 
the South of Ireland, should take a more 
active part in social reform. T have 
always been aware of the great diffi- 
culties which beset them if they attempt 
to take such a course. The benefit of 
such action upon their part was abun- 
dantly seen in the passing of the Land 
Act. I greatly wished that they would 
apply themselves to other problems of a 
practical character. I was myself ab- 
sorbed in what seemed to me practical 
objects upon which all sections of Irish 
opinion might conceivably agree—upon 
the housing problem, including the 
labourers’ question, upon Poor Law ad- 
ministration, upon education, upon the 
development of transit and industry ; 
and, Sir, I was also anxious, perhaps 
above all, to secure to the Irish Gov- 
ernment a greater degree of financial 
elasticity in order that it might be in a 
better position to meet needs peculiar to 
Ireland. Believing that such objects 
can only be prosecuted under favourable 
conditions of political calm, I tried to 
maintain the spirit which had guided the 
Land Conference to success, in the hope 
that the projects I cared about and 
which Thad in my mind might also 
enlist support even from those who are 
most sharply divided upon constitutional 
questions. But, Sir, I have never con- 
templated and I have never approved of 
any proposal for introducing a financial 
board into the administration of Lrish 
government. And so too, Sir, with the 
delegation of legislative powers from 
this House other than for private Bills. | 
That also I have never contemplated and 
never approved. I was not, therefore, at 
the time sufficiently alive to the pro- 
bability that any body of Unionists could 
advance into the region of constitutional 
controversy where I could not follow 
them, nor, if they proceeded so far in 
that direction, refrain from expressing 
my dissent. I did not consequently give 
that attention which I now think I 
should have given to the earlier proceed- 
ings of the Reform Association which 
were reported in August last. 


I had not, Sir, intended this afternoon to 
repeat the explanation which I hav- 
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already given of the subsequent misunder- 
standing between myself and the Under- 
Secretary. Sir, misunderstandings are 
very rarely to be explained, and they do 
not occur unless men who believe that they 
know all that is in each other’s minds 
are, as a matter of fact, imperfectly or 
ins ecurately informed of what is in 
each other’s minds. Subsequent at- 
tempts at explanation rarely lead to any 
satisfactory conclusion to either party ; 
but, in view of comments which have 
come to my notice to-day, I wish to 
make the following observations. At the 
end of last session T did not know that 
the Land Conference was still in existence 
I did not know that it intended to take 
a new name and a new lease of life: and, 
acta I did not anticipite the 
publication which appeared in thie Press 
on August 5st. I paid no heed to that 
doc ument, T will not, and I feel no 
obligation to, dwell again upon the 
considerations that a Minister who goes 
away at the end of the session in the full 
belief that he may safely divert attention 
from the cares of his office may be 
excused from such an adinission. I do 
not feel called 5 to offer any excuses 
in arm tespeet. I do not base myself on 
the fact that I gave insufficient heed ¢ 
rite d cument or on the vague nature of 
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the terms in which it was drawn up. 
Having read it again recently in a 


pamphlet which has been published I 
kaow that I could, if that were to the 
point, show that it would not have led 
me to expect the later proposals. I do 
not urge that, and [ cannot urge that, 
since I did not attend to the document 
at the time. No copy of it was sent to 


me. J was not reading the Irish 
newspapers. I did not know then, 
though afterwards I did, that the leading 


Unionist paper published in Dublin, after 


studying its proposals on the spot, 
concluded by saying that, for the 
pres nit 

‘““We are content to bid the Irish Reform 
Association a cordial welcome and to wish 
success to its patriotic efforts.” 

The Under-Secretary wrote me a letter. 


I cannot produce that letter because I 
have not got it, and I cannot speak of it 
from recollection because I cannot reeall 
it. I unreservedly accept the fact that 
it was written, and that in the mind ot 
the writer it was suflicient'y explicit, in 
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view of the earlier publication, to lead | in view of recent events in Ireland an 


me to expect the later development. 


1| the revelations which caused the resigna- 


sey, however, without a shadow of doubt | tion of the right hon. Gentleman the 
cn my mind, that I did not expect the | Member for Dover, it is in the highest 
proposals to which I objected when they | degree desirable, in the public interest, 


appeared. 
tained concrete proposals to which I 
strongly objected and which I could not 
ignore. JI at once stated my objections; 
and here the matter would no doubt 
have ended but for the fact that the 
Under-Secretary was cognisant of this 
document. As I have pointed out he 
was sincerely, though erroneously, under 
the belief that I should not object to its 
contents. 


This second manifesto con- | 


It was inevitable that such a} 


. . ° . | 
misunderstanding should give rise to) 


every species of rumour and miscon- 
ception as to my Own action and aims. 


Such misconceptions, while they last, are | 
destructive of all efforts for good. I) 
came to the conclusion that my power of | 
doing useful work in Ireland was at an | 


end; and, therefore, I felt justified in 
pressing on my right hon. friend to 


times through which he has come. 


accept my resignation, believing that I 


could best strengthen his policy and 
support his Government by resigning 
from his Government, and tendering to 
him, as I do again to-day, the assurance 
of my unwavering support as a private 
Member. 


NEW BILL, 


MOTOR-CAR (ALIEN DRIVERS) LICENCES 
BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
grant of Licences to Alien Motor-Car 
Drivers,” presented by Mr. Scott, 
Montagu; supported by Mr. Arthur 
Stanley, Mr. Charles James Murray, 
Master of Elibank, Mr. Bright, Mr. 
Joseph Albert Pease, Mr. Norman, and 
Mr. David Morgan; to be read a second 
time upon Wednes?av, i7th May, and to 
be printed. [Bill 207. | 


NEW MEMBER SWOR*” 
William O’Brien, 
Borough of Cork. 


esquire, for the 


GOVERNMENT OF IRELAND. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 


(Stirling Burghs) rose to move—‘ That 
Mr. Wyndham. 


that the correspondence and other infor- 
mation necessary to enable the House of 
Commons and the country to form a 
judgment on the policy and proceedings 
of the Irish Government, connected with 
and subsequent to the appointment of 
Sir Antony MacDonnell, be communi- 
cated to Parliament.” He said: I know, 
Sir, that I shall be interpreting the feel- 
ing of every Member in the House when 
i say that we welcome the right hon. 
Gentleman back among us. I trust that 
if he has not fully recovered he will soon 
recover the complete enjoyment of good 
hea'th, and I shall carry every hon. 
Member with me when I say that we 
have the most perfect appreciation and 
sympathy with him in the troublous 
He 
will find, possibly, his own conduct and 
the conduct of some of his friends keenly 
and sharply criticised, but that criticism 
does not interfere with our admiration of 
his public qualities and of his devotion to 


| public duty, and with our belief in his 


perfectly sincere desire to do what he 
thought was most for the interests of the 


/country whose affairs he was administer- 


ing. 
I have put on the Paper a Motion 
which the right hon. Gentleman im- 


/mediately called a Motion of want of 


hot a 
It is an 


confidence. In its form it is 


Motion of want of confidence. 


| inquiry for further information to enable 


us to judge whether confidence is 
deserved or not. But I am bound to say 
that, as I intend to arraign in several 
particulars the conduct of the Govern- 
ment, and especially of the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, I do not disclaim the 
title which he has himself affixed to my 
Motion. The Motion asks for light on 
a strange chapter of Irish history which 
extends over the last three years. It 
is not from mere curiosity—although 
curiosity would be both natural and 
legitimate; and even I conceive it to be 


the right and the duty of the House to 


satisfy its curiosity in any case in which 
the methods acopted by the Executive 
Government appear to deserve minute 
inquiry. But there is more than this. 
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We wish to know all about these transac- 
tions, because of the disclosures we may 
thereby obtain as to the real springs of 
Unionist action, as to the really dominant 
and governing influences in the Unionist 
Party, and as to the degree of consistency 
and continuity which may be found in 
the Irish policy of the Government. 


Tn order to recall and get the tissue of 
events well before us, let us go back to 
the beginning. I believe that very many 
Members will be for the moment surprised 
when I recall to them the fact that in 
1902 the Irish policy of the present 
Government was not by any means a 
passive, neutral, quiescent, benevolent 
policy. it was a policy of active repres- 
sion. Coercion had been in operation 
since the previous spring. At the time of 
Sir Antony MacDonnell’s appointment —I 
rather think the very dav before that 
appointment was announced—the House 
of Commons was engaged in a debate 
initiated by the hon. Member who took 
his seat to-day, during the autumn session 
of that vear, on the proclamation by 
the Government under the Crimes Act 
of the city of Dublin itself and of nine 
counties in frelend. This had taken 
place after the rising of the House in 
August. From that day to this we 
have not had any adequate explanation 
of these proclamations. Ireland was 
admitted to be, even by the Chief 
Secretary himself, free fromecrime. That, 
at all events, was the case, and so fixed 
was the idea that coercion was the main 
policy of the Government that the chief 
advocates in the London Press of the 
forcible and anti-Irish government of 
Ireland actually welcomed the appoint- 
ment of Sir Antony MacDonnell on that 
very ground. These were the words of 
The Times. Aiter pointing out that the 
train was laid for an explosion of mad- 
ness that might easily and rapidly pass 
into crime—how familiar is the language! 
—The Times continued— 

“The police should be inspired with a sense 
of the paramount necessity of vigilance and 
activity. Sir Antony MacDonnell, who in his 
career in India has shown that he is not a man to 
be trifled with, is well fitted to infuse his spirit 
into the force upon which the authority of the 


law and the defence of liberty so largely rests in 
Treland.” 


The House will see that this is the 
view of the Irish Government, which w)s 
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expressed, I think, by the late Chief 
Secretary when he indicated his satis- 
faction that the active influence of 
administration would cease to be a mere 
police force. But this article in The 
Times treats it as mainly a police force. 
Such was the state of things, and such 
was the expectation on ail hands of the 
extreme Party in Ireland, represented by, 
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| I believe, seven or eight hon. Gentlemen 


| opposite. 


on the bench below the gangway opposite. 
I find great difficulty in finding any 
epithet of description that would bring 
them upon the screen. I always try to 
call hon. Gentlemen by the names they 
themselves prefer. On that account, I 
spe:k sometimes of the Unionist Party 
With these hon. Gentlemen I 
have tried the name of Ulstermen, and I 
have tried “extremists,” the “Ascendeneyv 
Party,” and so on; and really when there 
are eight of these hon. Gentlemen sitting 
opposite, I hope they will excuse me if 
sometimes Tam rather circuitous in my 
reference to them. But they represeit a 
formidable force in Ireland, and I have 
really great compassion with their per- 
plexities. Very naturally they said to 


themselves that the Chief Secretary, 
who had been employing coercion 
since April of that year and had 
been taken into the Cabinet, and 


whose admission to the Cabinet in the 
same summer bore witness to the agree- 
ment between himand the Prime Minister, 
never dreamt of taking a new departure 
in the opposite direction, in which the new 
Under-Secretary, Sir Antony MacDonnell, 
was to be the central figure, at a time 
when the Irish Members were being 
thrown into gaol and the principal city 
and a great number of countiesin Ireland 
were under proscription for crime, I 
mention this to show what a sudden, 
vast, and evidently intentional change 
there was in the policy of the Govern- 
ment. I am not sure of the exact date 
when the proclamations were withdrawn, 


' but it was not long before the new leaven 


of new doctrine began to work. 


The first sign came from the Viceroy less 
than a month after Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell’s appointment. This was Lord 
Dudley, who had taken the place of Lord 
Cadogan in Ireland, but not hisplace inthe 
Cabinet. So that we had a Chief Secretary 
who was in the Cabinet and a Viceroy who 
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was not. Therefore, especially as the 
Viceroy was in his novitiate as a public 
administrator, he would not speak without 
consulting with the Chief Secretary. And 
what did Lord Dudley say? He said-— 

‘‘There were those who seemed to believe 
that the only way in which a great Empire 
could be successfully maintained was by sup- 
pressing the various distinguishing elements 
or components; in fact, in running it as & huge 
regiment in which each nation was to lose its 
own individuality and to be brought under a 
common system of discipline. That was not 
his view. In his opinion, they were very much 
more likely to break up an Empire by such a 
method.” 

That was Lord Dudley’s way of infus- 
ing the Royal Irish Constabulary with 
‘‘the spirit necessitated by the occasion.” 
But he said another thing even more 
significant. ‘ The opinion of the Govern- 
ment was’’—mark the words—“ and it 
was his own opinion, that the only way 
to govern Ireland properly was to govern 
it according to Irish ideas, instead of 
according to British ideas.” Surely in 
the last sentence is to be found the clue 
to the whole of this extraordinary 
entanglement. This is putting new wine 
into old bottles with a vengeance. Ireland 
was to be governed henceforth according 
to the wishes of the Irish people—Jreland 
being at that moment under the active 
operation of the Crimes Act; and in the 
opinion of the Government, so Lord 
Dudley said, this was the only way to 
govern Ireland properly. There was to 
be self-government in substance, though 
notin form. You had a Viceroy, a Chief 
Secretary, and an Under-Secretary in 
Dublin who wefe going to open a new era. 
How was this to be done? Anyone who 
has followed closely subsequent events 
knows what the plan was. We on this 
side of the House followed this experi- 
ment, when it became discernible, with 
the keenest sympathy and interest, and 
we were not without hopes that permanent 
good would come of ir, and that the 
methods to be adopted weuld lead up 
rom one stage to another in gradual 
logical succession to a form. of 
government which the Irish people would 
accept. 


The first definite sign of this new 
policy was when the Land Conference 
was convened under the chairmanship of 
Lord Dunraven. It was composed of 


leaders of the Nationslist Party and of 


Sir I, Camnpbe!l- Bannerman. 
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|one or two leading and representative 
_members of the landlord Party; and let 
the House particularly note this—that 


this conference was the direct response to 
an announcement made by the late Chief 
Secretary that no scheme for effecting a 
seitlement of the land question could be 
arrived at otherwise than by agreement 
with the people themselves. I do not 
wish to strain the exact words, but this 
was, at any rate, a direct act of delegation, 
and a candid ayowal that no British 
statesman was competent to grapple with 
end settle this question of the Irish land. 
The invitation was accepted ; the confer- 
ence drew up a scheme; a National Con- 
vention pronounced upon it; and the 
Land Act, which included the main 
decisions of the conference, was the result. 
T have two remarks to make at this point. 
These things were not done in a corner, 
but under the full light of day. I never 
heard that the Ulster Members made it 
matter of complaint that the joint authors 
of this Act included the leaders of the 
Nationalist Party, or that Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, to whose skilful hand and 
resourceful diplomacy the scheine was in 
large measure due, had in any way ex- 
ceeded his powers by putting himself at 
Lord Dupraven’s disposal. There was 
nothing heard then of ‘Papists and 
rebels.” My second remark is_ that 
neither the Cabinet nor the Prime Minister 
censured Sir Antony MacDonnell for 
making himself accessible to all sorts and 
conditions of men, or for identifying him- 
self with the proposals known as Lord 
Dunraven’s proposals. Happily, that 
conciliatory and co-operative method was 
attended with complete success and the 
Bill became law. 


Now we come to the next stage. The 
unofficial President ot this informal Trish 
Cabinet and the official convener of it at 
Dublin Castle next addressed themselves 
o the second question on the right hon. 
Member for Dover’s list—namely “the 
realisation of Mr. Balfour’s ideas on Uni- 
versity education.” Again the Chict 
Secretary had nothing whatever to do. In 


his new capacity he had only to stand at 


the window of the Lodge in Phoenix Park 
and wait for news of the wishes of the Irish 
people while the Under-Secretary busied 
himself in interviewing the leaders ot 
Nationslist thought. In due time another 
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Dunraven scheme made its appearance 
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| British Government could not undertake 


—a scheme which seemed to meet with) to deal with. Therefore the right hon. 
the general acceptance of all Parties and | Gentleman consented to Sir Antony Mac- 


creeds in Ireland. It is understood that | 


the Chief Secretary, the Viceroy, and 
the Prime Minister were ready to adopt 


it, and it only remained for Parliament | 


to ratify that scheme, when a change 
came upon the scene. One of the repre- 


sentatives of Ulster in the Cabinet went 
down to Belfast and denounced the | 


scheme. The Fellows of Trinity College 
broke loose; and then these charges of 
Sir Antony MacDonnell’s collusion with 
the Nationalists and Catholics, and, still 
more terrible, his attempts to seduce 
the Presbyterians of the citadel, began 
to be noised abroad. But still not even 
then was there any censure of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell. The Cabinet, as a whole, 
found themselves unable to accept the 
proposals which he had been instru- 
mental in formulating, but they did not 
tell him that he had transgressed the 
bounds of official decorum, or that he 
had failed to apprehend the views of 
the Cabinet on the subject. This was a 
serious set-back to the new policy of 
conciliation and co-operation, and to the 
theory that Ireland could only be pro- 
perly governed according to the ideas of 
the Irish people. JI would ask the 
House of Commons, in the light of 
recent disclosures, to note what it 
implies. The Prime Minister has this 
session stated that no measure for 
Trish University education can be intro- 
duced by a British Minister in the 
circumstances of the case. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): No. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The words the right hon. Gentleman used 
were— 

‘** The question is not and, as far as I can see, 
never again can_be a Government question.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It never has 


been. 


mean the familiar domestic arrangement 
of putting on or taking off the Govern- 
ment Whips. I mean a question which a | 
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Donnell’s accepting office on condition 


'that he and the Chief Secretary should 


ascertain the wishes of the Irish people on 
a matter which he described as vital to 
their welfare, and then he turns round 
and says, “I am sorry, I cannot help 
you.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; do not 
use the words “turns round.” I have 
been perfectly consistent in my innumer- 
able speeches on this subject, and they 
have all been of one tone. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The right hon. Gentleman was turning 
round on the expectations and designs 
that were placed before Sir Antony 
MacDonnell when he was appointed 
Under-Secretary. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: That is, as far 
as I am aware, quite incorrect. Sir 
Antony MacDonnell refers to my opinions. 
My opinions were contained authorita- 
tively in a pamphlet which had a large 
circulation, and in that pamphlet the 
right hon. Gentleman can see the very 
statement of which he complains, 


Sir Hf. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Then what was Sir Antony MacDonnell 
to do in the matter? What was the use 
of his wasting his time and his railway 
fares in ascertaining what people desired 
and thought, if all this time there was 
this cloud hanging over the question, so 
that, whatever result he might achieve, 
it could be of no use, because the Govern- 
ment could not help him, or help them- 
s‘Ives. I cannot help thinking that this 
is a weak and cynical position for the 
Prime Minister to take up. He debars 
Ireland from settling its own affairs in its 
own way, and he now declares that he 
cannot settle this “important matter 
either in his own way or in their way. I 
should have thought it bad from a 


| Unionist point of view—because I wish 
‘to take a friendly view—-to let it be 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 
By a Government measure I do not) 


understood that there were Irish griev- 
ances of the gravest description which no 
British Government could attempt to 
heal. For that is what it comes to. I 
should have thought that to take up a 
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position oi such blank and nated Nihilism 
as this would be going far to undermine 
the Unionist cause. 


But now we may pass from that. 
We come to the third stage in this 
co-operative scheme. The first, as we 
remember, was wholly successful. The 
second broke down in the Cabinet. 
{Mr. A. J. Batrour dissented.] Well, a 
Cabinet Minister going to Ireland and 
making a speech condemning it shows 
a mischief lurking about somewhere. 
But now we come to the third stage— 
to the question of bringing the ad- 
ministration in Ireland into 
working so as to win the confidence 
of the Irish people. The landlords’ 
section of Lord Dunraven’s Conference 
Committee constituted itself into an Irish 


Reform Association, and Sir Antony Mac- | 
Donnell, with the Chief Secretary’s con- 


sent, again placed himself at its disposal. 


There was an idea, I believe, of forming a | 


Moderate Party with national aims and 


with a desire to promote the national | 


well-being—a most proper object if it 
could be accomplished. There were many 
conversations and colloguings into which 
we need not go, although they are full of 
mystery. The scheme was promulgated, 
corstituting a statutory body for legisla- 
tive purposes, and a financial board partly 


elected, and at once the cry of Home | 


Rule wasraised. Sir Antony MacDonnell 
was charged with being a leading accom- 
plice in a design not merely for handing 


the key of Dublin Castle over to the Irish | 


people—they have some right to it, after 
all—but for basely betraying the cause of 
Unionism. Now with the merits or de- 
merits of that scheme I do not concern 
myself to-day. It may have been crude 
and unworkable, or the reverse, but the 
point of cardinal importance is that these 
proposals are repudiatcd by the Govern- 
ment because they involve the principle 
of delegation and the elective principle. 
Treland is to be governed according to 
Irsh ideas—that the Viceroy has told us 
at the beginning of this chapter—but 
Irish ideas are well enough, if you like, 
but the moment you begin to put them 
in proper and regular form by invoking 
a direct expression of opinion then they 
are an unworkable heresy. 

Who was it that started the mutiny 
against this scheme? It was the small 


Sir H, Campbell-Eannerman. 
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| Party of ascendency, who have so long 

been accustomed to secure supremacy in 
Ireland for their own ideas and not for the 

ideas of Ireland, It was they who 
|denounced the Under-Secretary, drove 
| the Chief Secretary from office, and forced 
| the Prime Minister and the Party opposite 
‘into a white sheet. Sir, Governments 
_may propose, but it is these Gentlemen 
who dispose. The Prime Minister may 
_make appointments. but it is these Gentle- 
/men who dismiss. I do not blame them. 
| They have acted honestly and straightly 
}according to their instincts and their 
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interests, Idonot put it in an unpleasant 
way. When they see a powerful Govern- 


ment and a great political Party flying 
like sheep when they give them chase 
| how natural it is for them to make the 
most of their power. 


Now let us try and understand in 
the light of all this what is the 
Unionist policy, what is meant by it. 
It is not an Ir'sh national policy. It is 
not the policy which has so often been 
advocated in this country of governing 
Ireland impartially by a British Govern- 
/ment and giving the Irish all we should 
| give to ourselves, of giving them the same 
laws. How familiar we are with that 
programme! No, this is a policy under 
which a small fraction of the people use 
the British Government in order that the 
privileges of their own class may be up- 
held against the rights and liberties of 
|Irishmen, and this wags never more 
vividly shown than by the events 
we have before us to-day. But was 
there not something more when a few 
weeks ago this great bou/eversement took 
place? For the Tory Party to be ter- 
rorised by the Ascendency Party is nothing 
new. They have often fled before them. 
But is their flight not accelerated by 
something in the circumstances of this 
movement, which lends speed to their 
heels? We have it, Sir, on the highest 
authority, yes, and concerted authority, 
that in their despair for their future the 
| Government think of flying to a desperate 
|remedy, the bogey of Home Rule. Yes, 
| the bogey of Home Rule in order to hide 
the fact that their wars, their extrava- 
/gancies, their class of legislation and 
| favouritism, have brought them nothing 
| but sickness, and irritation, and indigna- 
(tion. Even their latest trick of promising 
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own followers. They have misused their 
welcome by the country, and they have | 
outstayed it. They are borne down by | 
the burden of their own unpopularity, | 
and they are bankrupt of future policy. | 
The right hon, Gentleman amuses himself 
occasionally, and I assure him it amuses 
me to see him do so, by pointing to us 
and saying, “ Whatis your policy?” I 
can hurl at the head of the right hon. | 
Gentleman half-a-dozen good sound 
policies for the future which we accept 
and intend to follow. 


{9 May 


to delete and cancel and annul that fiscal | 
provision which has been the keynote of 
our commercial prosperity, even that has 
only served to sow dissension among their 
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misunderstood by those with whom he 
acted; with that we have little to do ; 
but the broad lines remain untouched by 
anything he said. What is the main 
question we have to consider? It is not 
why the late Chief Secretary resigned ; 
it is why the Prime Minister accepted his 
resignation. It is difficult to reconcile 
the Prime Minister’s account with that 
given in this House by the right hon. 


|Member for Dover and that given in 
| another 


place by Lord Lansdowne. 
There are two contradictory views on 
which the whole thing turns of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell’s status and therefore of his 
delinquency. The first is that his posi- 
tion was quite exceptional and that 


| therefore he was not to blame for associa- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: One would do. | 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I doubt whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man has a single policy except to resist 
all that we should propose. But what, 
then, were they to do? Happy thought! 
Fall back upon the old scarecrow; call 
the Irish people rebels, and say the Em- 
pire is in danger—Ah! it is too late! 
But, Sir, it is too old. That will not do 
twice. In the meantime your own Land 
Act and your own Local Government 
Act forbid you the use of this scarecrow. 
But at least you could save yourselves 
from being caught—your Under-Secretary 
and Chief Secretary, and the rest—caught 
in the very act of conspiring and con- 
structing a new Constitution in co-opera- | 
tion with the very men whom, in order to 
construct your bogey, you must denounce | 
as knaves and traitors. Therefore, at all 
hazards, pacify the Ulstermen; put away 
this new policy of Irish ideas, so wise, as | 
we think, so necessary, so promising a | 
policy ; rebuke one of your ageits, and | 


dismiss, discard the other—that is the | 
Unionist Irish policy. 


Now I wish to say a word or two 
on the circumstances of the resigna- 
tion of the right hon. Member for | 
Dover, and of Sir Antony MacDonnell’s | 
retention. We have been walking’ 
among mysteries, and we do not 
gather much from the statement of the | 
right hon. Gentleman. I do not think | 
that he said anything which would alter | 
our opinion on the main question. His 
own personal action may have been | 


| enjoyed 


ting himself with Lord Duntraven’s reform 
movement, but that he was guilty of an 
error of judgment in failing to perceive 
the point at which the proceedings of 
Lord Dunraven and his friends fell, so to 
speak, under the ban; the point at 
which they passed beyond the pale of 
what is called Unionist policy. That is 


| the view of Lord Lansdowne and of the 


right hon. Member for Dover. It is sur- 
prising, I think, that they should have 
joined in stigmatising as indefensible a 
mistake of such a character, all the more 
when he who committed the mistake was 
known to them to be a Liberal and an 
Irishman with Irish sympathies. But the 
other view is that Sir Antony MacDonnell 
no privileges beyond those 


|enjoyed by every Civil servant at the 


head of a department, and that his status 


| was precisely that of a similar official in 


the Local Government Board or the 
Home Office. This is the Prime Minister’s 
view. He says— 

“Sir Antony MacDonnell was censured be- 
cause in connection with the Dunraven scheme 


| he had exceeded the bounds laid down by the 
| particular rules, and, what is even more impor- 


tant, the ordinary practice of the Civil Service.” 


And this it was which was called indefen- 
sible and received a sweeping rebuke. 
The House is familiar with the terms of 
the appointment, the conditions on which 
it was made. If the Prime Minister ever 


_read the cipher letter of the Chief Secre- 


tsry before telegraphing and writing his 
concurrence, it left no definite impression 
upon his mind. Nothing unusual, he 
said, had occurred; it might happen in 
any office. We have it fron his own 
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mouth that as respects the policy and the 
conditions of the appointment there has 
been much ado about nothing. All we 


ask him now is to explain why, if that is | 


so, he accepted the resignation of the 
Chief Secretary. On his owntheory, how 
does he justify accepting that resignation ? 
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the best of the situation, always subject 
to the Union, 


| * Because,” he continued, “I have followed 
that view I have exposed myself in some quarters 
| to a great deal of hostile criticism. If because I 
have held that view Iam to be condemned, I 
shall accept the condemnation and leave the 
Ministry.” 


If nothing in this appointment differen- | 


tiated it from others and the one solitary | 


cause of trouble was a slip on Sir Antony 


MacDonnell’s part for which he had been | 


admonished, was it not a naturai thing 
to let bygones be bygones? The Prime 
Minister said on February 22nd— 

“The episode, which we all regret, was due 
to a misapprehension. Cannot we bury it in 
oblivion—this episode which, while it reflects 
discredit on nobody, gives pain to some.” 


That was on February 22nd, yet on 


March 6th he announces the Chief Secre- | 


tary’s resignation because this insignifi- 
cant and forgettable episode destroys his 
usefulness. Why did he not tell the 
Member for Dover when he came to him 
with his inept and quixotic offer to resign 
—which on this theory it was—that he 
wholly misunderstood the situation, that 
the incident was closed, the offence was 
condoned, that his resignation had no 
shadow of justification, and that it would 
constitute a grotesque miscarriage of 
justice and give rise to great embarrass- 
ments and misconceptions? The right 
hon. Gentleman said he was unable to 
resist the appeal of the Chief Secretary. 


He told us that on March 6th, but in the | 


* Political Notes” in The 


March 3rd I read this— 


“Mr. George Wyndham, M.P., replying yes- 
terday from Clouds, near Salisbury, to a tele- 
gram from one of his Dover constituents, says 
the report is not correct that he will resign the 
Irish Secretaryship or succeed Lord Selborne at 
the Admiralty.” 


Times on 


There is no great sign of insist nce 
on the resignation in this disclaimer two 
or three days before the announcement 
of his retirement was made. On March 
6th it had become so serious that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Prime Minister 
could no longer resist his appeal. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dover gave a forecast of his resignation 
during the debate on the Address, when 
he spoke with the frankness which distin- 
guishes him, He said his view was that 


the Government ought to try to make 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


Why, however, has he resigned? Be- 
‘eanse the Under-Secretary had over- 
stepped the bounds of his office. But then 
let us assume for a moment that the Prime 
Minister admitted to the then Chief 
Secretary what he has not admitted to 
the House, that political considerations 
did enter into the question. Suppose he 
was influenced by the Chief Secretary’s 
plea that a great experiment had been 
reduced to ruins, Was it not then for 
the Prime Minister either to tell him 
that the new policy was not dead, but was 
to be persisted in in spite of the narrow 
Ulster opposition, or else to insist that if 
the Chief Secretary resigned he himself, 
as jointly responsible for the venture, 
must accept his share of the liability for 
the catastrophe, and himself resign also ? 


I turn for @ moment to Sir Antony 
MacDonnell—to consider his position. 
He has been condemned for an indefen- 
sible political error. At what date—and 
it is necessary if we are to understand 
the matter that these facts should be 
known—did the Cabinet come to this 
decision, what were the terms of the 
censure, and what representations did 
Sir Antony MacDonnell make either 
before or after his condemnation? The 
public censure of a great Civil servant is 
not an everyday occurrence. I think we 
ought to know something of the trial and 
the defence as well as of the judgment. 
Let me say I have never szen Sir Antony 
MacDonnell in my life, and am _ not 
entitled, qualified, or desirous to speak 
in any way for him; but surely consid »r- 
ing his past career and the circumstances 
in which he undertock these duties it is 
neither fair to him nor becoming in the 
Government themselves to administer 
and publish this resounding rebuke and 
at the same time withhold his own 
statement of defence from the light of 
day. 


| The treatment of Sir Antony Mac- 
/Donne!l seems equivocal, but what 
are we to say of the Viceroy? Lord 
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Dudley has served Ireland well; he has | 
not spared himself in any respect in her | 
service; and now that he has been | 
detected in the crime of high treason | 
against Unionist policy, he is rewarded | 
by being told by the Prime Minister, | 
“Oh, the Viceroys! The Viceroys 
ave nothing. Viceroys may think and 
say What they please in the obscur- 
ity of their existence outside of the 
Cabinet.” The House of Commons well 
knows, and even regards with some little 
admiration, the dexterity with which the 
Prime Minister extricates himself from a 
predicament. But, after all, we have to 
deal with the facts, and the Viceroy 
remains in Dublin. He is to occupy a 
cettain position, to maintain relations 
with the Chief Secretary and the Under- 
Secretary, even if the Cabinet and the 


Prime Minister are not aware of his'| 


existence. But what a situation is this ? 
The Viceroy, who has made no secret of 
aiding and abetting the Under-Secretary 
in his crimes against the Union, the 
Viceroy, who has leanings towards a 
siatutory body—fancy, what a dreadful 
thing!—and a financial board, partly 
elective ; the Chief Secretary who regards 
these opinions as altogether impossibleand 
disbelieves most fervently in anything of 
the sort; and the Under-Secretary, who 
has been caught in the Act and censured 
with severity—there is a happy family 
for you! From one’s heart one pities 
the new Chief Secretary, who lives in 
Dublin Castle with a political suspect on 
the left hand and on the right, and a 
chief in London who regards the whole 
question as antiquarian and belated. As 
one considers this remarkable trinity of 
Irish administration I confess I cannot 
believe we know the whole story. That 
feeling is deepened when we look across 
the House and see sitting in an unaccus- 
tomed place the man who by his own 
showing is as untainted with any of 
these heresies as the Prime Minister 
himself. 


The House will be pleased to know 
I come to my last point. 


{9 May 1905} 


of Ireland. 1370 


Antony MacDonnell—this is a most im- 
portant matter—was to be the permanent 
administrator under the new Chief 
Secretary? We have had distant and 
ominous mutterings of coercion. I hope 
there*is no foundation for them, but if 
this new and hopeful policy which has 
been attempted is to be snapped short 
off and Ireland is to be given to under- 
stand that the present system of govern- 
ment or no government is all she will get, 
what is the good of telling others, as the 
Chief Secretary is doing from day to day, 
that law and order were the first con- 
dition of civilised life. You have ad- 
mitted yourselves that Ireland is badly 
governed. You have sent a Viceroy to 
proclaim a better way; you have ran- 
sacked the Empire for an administrator 
of a sympathetic turn, whom the Irish 
people might recognise as in a new and 
pecul’ar degree responsible to them; you 
have inaugurated by your legislation 
with regard to land and local govern- 
ment the view that the Irish people are 
worthy of confidence and capable of dis- 
charging large administrative responsi- 
bilities; by every means short of the 
elective principle and delegation vou have 
sought for a brief time to give Ireland a 
taste of self-government; and now you 
are going to slide back into your old 
function as a mere police force. Do you 
Suppose you can conceal from the British 
people the real lesson of this experience 
by representing Treland in the old colour 
of a lawless and disloyal country ? What 
a childish expectation! The people are 
beginning to understand the truth about 
Ireland, have begun and advanced pretty 
well in learning the truth about Ireland. 
When they see standing in the dock to- 
gether the Chief Secretary, whose dreams 
have been shattered, the Viceroy, who 
has been treated with such disdain, and 
the Under-Secretary, who has been re- 
buked as no Civil servant ever was re- 
buked before in our time, they will 
suspend judgment against the people of 
Ireland, and they will ask which are the 
separatists—the Party which in the name 


of Unionism has promised, and flattered, 


‘and cajoled, and abandoned Ireland, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear! 


Sir H. CAMPBELL - BANNER.- | 
MAN: What is the policy of which Sir 


faithless to their own traditional prin- 


_ciples—if you dignify them by such a 


word—and faithless also to the expecta- 
tions they have themselves reasonably 
created; or the Party which seeks, and 
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believes it will bind the countries to- 
gether by finding a means for the satis- 
faction of Ireland’s aspirations, for the 
removal of those manifold evils under 
whose influence Ireland is wasting away. 


Government 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, in view of recent events in 
Treland, and the revelations which caused 
the resignation of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dover, it is in the 
highest degree desirable, in the public in- 
terest, that the correspondence and other 
information necessary to enable the 
House of Commons and the country to 
form a judgment on the policy and pro- 
ceedings of the Irish Government, con- 
nected with and subsequent to the 
appointment of Sir Antony MacDonnell, 
be communicated to Parliament.”—{Sir 
H, Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN (Cork) 
said he had listened with deep and sincere 
sympathy to the loyal and touching 
effort made by the Member for Dover 
to bring himself—he would not say to 
force himself—into harmony with the 
speech of the Prime Minister before the 
Primrose League. He joined heartily 
with the Leader of the Opposition in 
saying that it was impossible to listen 
to the statement of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman without feeling regretful that a 
brilliant career had been somewhat 
roughly, and he thought unfortunately, 
interrupted, but they were all at one in 
the hope and the belief that it was only 
interrupted, and that it would not be 
interrupted for a very lengthened period. 
There were portions of the speeches 
already delivered which left upon his 


mind an uneasy impression that the | 


debate was likely to degenerate into an 
English Party fight at the expense of 
Ireland. Most Members would feel that 
Sir Antony MacDonnell was badly treated 
by his colleague the Member for Dover; 
the Member for Dover also was badly 
treated by the Prime Minister and very 
markedly by his successor; and there 


were others nearer home who perhaps | 
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was possible that the present debate 
would not have come on, because Sir 
Antony MacDonnell would never have 
| beea thrown over. But these personal 
| questions were very minor matters. The 
‘substance of the debate was that a 
policy which might have yielded, and to 
a large extent had yielded, great blessings 
to Ireland, and perhaps in no lesser a 
'degree to England, was tried and de- 
| feated not by the action of any one man 
|or section, but by a most unfortunate 
/and unhappy concatenation of forces, 
follies, and misapprehensions, from the 
responsibility for which no Party could 
claim to be altogether exempt. 


If the debate was to serve any useful 
purpose, its real object should be not to 
| toss recriminations and taunts across the 
‘floor of the House, but to recognise that 
they had to go back to the position in 
which they stood eighteen months ago, 
before either Party or country could hope 
to recover the ground they had lost in the 
matter of clearing away the miseries 
that attended the Irish nation. Per- 
sonally he was not able to approve 
entirely of the action of any Party in the 
House, nor could he condemn entirely 
the action of any Party. There was, 
however, one exception, as with his whole 
heart he could condemn the action of the 
Gentlemen from the Ulster corner. In the 
regrettable absence of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for North Armagh, 
the leadership of that section devolved 
—if he might use that dangerous word 
—upon the hon. Member for North 
Antrim, who at one time did not disdain 
to be the private secretary of the Mem- 
ber for Dover. He thought the Leader 
of the Opposition paid far too much 
attention to the Gentlemen from Ulster, 
/ because it would have mattered very 
‘little what they did if both English 
| Parties and perhaps some Members who 
'were not Englishmen had been a little 
| wiser in this matter. The debate, how- 
/ever, ought to proceed upon other 
‘principles than these personal con- 
siderations, 


fe did not think that any fresh 


had not been altogether too chivalrously | evidence was needed as to the under- 


treated by their colleagues. If they had 


standing on which Sir Antony Mac- 


been treated otherwise, and if things had | Donnell went to Ireland. They had 
been going on in Ireland as weil to-day as | evideace enough in the speeches of Lord 


at the time of the Land Conference, it | 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


Landsowne and the Member for Dover, in 
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Sir Antony MacDonnell’s letters, and in the | 


undeniable fact that the Prime Minister 
was at the time apprised of what was 
going on and approved of every step 
that was taken. He knew the kind of 
man Sir Antony MacDonnell was, and he 
was glad to get him for the task before 
him. <A great deal of trash had been 
spoken about the crime of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dover in de- 
scribing the Under-Secretary as a col- 
league. Everybody who knew Ireland 


was aware that the Under-Secretary | 
was, In substance and in fact, a colleague | 


of tae Chief Secretary; in most cases 


he was the more important of the, 


two, and he strongly suspected that he 
was the predominant partner even under 
the haughty and iren rule of the new 
Chief Secretary. If Sir Antony MacDonnell 
had only gone to Parnassus by going to 
Mount Stewart instead of to county 
Galway, if he had placed the Irish pelice 
indiscriminately at the service of the 
Irish landlords, or had used his pat- 
ronage at Dublin Castle to suit the book 
—of course in a constitutional way—of 
the bon. and learned Member for North 
Antrim and his friends, precious little 
would have been heard of the humbug 
about the crime of the Chief Secre- 
tary in describing him as a colleague. 

If he might say so without disrespect, 
he did not attach very much importance 


to what the right hon. Gentleman the | 
Member for Dover had most loyally | 
stated to-day. They were on the eve! 


of a general election, and the Irish policy 
was down in the dust. This was not a 
reproach addressed to the Member for 
Dover or to the Prime Minister ex- 
clusively, for these things were the mere 
by-play of Parliamentary debate. The 
Member for Dover and the Prime Minister, 
when Sir Antony MacDonnell went over 
to Ireland, unquestionably had an open 
mind and kept an open door; and he was 
perfectly certain that Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell was sent over to Ireland to abolish 
Trish landlordism, to settle the University 
question, and to recast the government 


of Ireland. Whether they called it re-_ 


organisation or devolution did not matter; 
he preferred to call it evolution. As to 
the first of these three objects, it 
was now admitted that the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dover and 
Sir Antony MacDonnell were brilliantly 


{9 May 1905} 


of Treland. 1374 


successful. They did not call it the 
| abolition of landiordism, but that it most 
certainly was, and they carried it ovt 
with the consent of both Parties in this 
House and in the other House, with 
an astonishing spectacle of unanimity 
between the two countries. That was 
not the victory of any one Party, and in 
| Ireland they did not strive to make it a 
| Party victory. He had been taunted 
| with proposing a vote of confidence in 
| Dublin Castle, but the resolution which 
was unanimously adopted by the 
directorate of the United Irish League 
with the Leader of the Irish Party in the 
chair was as in the following terms— 





“That while the Act as placed on the 
Statute-book falls short in various important 
particulars of the recommendations of the 
Land Conference and the requirements of 
the National Convention, and cannot without 
amendment effect the entire extinction of 
landlordism within a reasonable time, we 
cordially recognise that the Amendments de- 
manded by the National Convention have 
been conceded in Committee to an extent 
to which no great Government measure in 
relation to Ireland has ever before been modified 
in deference to the demands of Irish public 
opinioa, and we think it a duty to make free 
acknowledgment that next to the exertions of 
a united Irish Parliamentary Party under the 
leadership of Mr. Redmond, and of Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Ulster tenant righters, that happy 
result is to be traced to the wisdom and active 
goodwill displayed by that section of the 
landlord leaders who made the Land Con- 
ference possible, and the loyalty with which 
Mr. Wyndham and his associates in the Govern- 
ment of Ireland endeavoured to make good 
his pledges to give legislative effect to the 
recommendations of that conference as well 
as to the high public spirit with which the 
Liberal Party resisted the temptation to 
extract any Party advantage from the situa- 
tion.” 

That was called a vote of confidence in 
| Dublin Castle, and it had been quoted as 

justification for launching a combination 

for the destruction of the policy then 
adopted. Instead of being a vote of 
confidence in Dublin Castle that resolu- 
tion was a vote of thanks to a united Ire- 
land and a united England! In fact, a 
vote of thanks to the United Kingdom, if 
ever there was one, for passing what he 
considered the first stage in a policy 
which would put an end for ever to the 
'methods of Dublin Castle. He did not 
| wait for that resolution to express his own 
| Sense of admiration and thankfulness 
| for the part which had been played in 
| this matter by the Liberal Party and 
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their Leader, who had never wavered. 
He expressed humbly what he felt as to 
the attitude of the Liberal Party and 
the attitude of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Montrose Burghs, 
of the right hon. Gentleman, the Mem- 
ber for Berwick, and the hon. Mem- 
ber for Battersea. If the suggestion 
which the hon. Member for Montrose 
made on that occasion had only been 
accepted in its fulness, that settlement 
would have gone through like clock-work. 
Nobody found fault with the Member 
for Dover or with Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell for the passing of the Purchase 
Act. Everybody lauded him and glori- 
fied him because the land question which 
was then put on the road to a settlement 
was by far the heaviest and the thorniest 
of the three questions on the programme of 
Sir Antony MacDonnell. 


Gov.rnment 


The University question was an in- 
finitely easier one, and the moment 
his hon. friends opposite, who seemed 
to be troubled with bad dreams 
about the Pope and the Bishop ap- 
proached this question in a broad spirit, 
that moment they weuld be convinced 
that they were as much astray upon the 
University question as they were upon 
the land question. The constitution 
of a national University that would satis- 
fy all reasonable people in Ireland was 
a very light proposal compared with the 
question which the Land Conference 
had to face, of getting at a price which 
would satisfy both landlords and 
tenants. Jt was erough for them tha 
those negotiatiors took place, and his 
only regret was that they had failed. 
The Leader of the Opposition had quoted 
the Prime Minister’s statement, that no 
Government could hope to Pass a Univer- 
sity Bill under the present circumstances. 
That was what was said by the Member 
for Dover in regard to the land question. 
All that he needed to say wes that where- 
ever the fault lay most unquestionably 
it did not lie with the masses of the Trish 
people. The situation had been wholly 


changed from the unanimity and cordi- | 


ality which ‘had enabled the Land 
Purchase Act to be passed. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover 
no longer had Ireland at his back, and 
the policy of 
trampled out. 


conciliation was being 


The hon. Gentlemen from 


Mr. William O’Brien. 
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the Ulster corner had got their oppor- 
_ tunity of bringing in ignorance, stupidity, 
and bigotry, and they had done so. If 
they had been a little wiser they could 
‘have settled the University question 
without the aid of those Gentlemen, 
just as they had managed to settle the 
land question without the assistance 
of the landlords. 


With regard to the third of the items 
in this programme, about which all 
this empty and factious storm had 
been raised, he thought all hon. Mem- 
bers in the House, if they would 
only confess it, would agree that they 
ought never to have had that indefen- 
sible vote of censure passed by the 
Cabinet on Sir Antony MacDonnell. 
To that the right hon. Gentleman the 


| Member for Dover had made no answer 


and could make no answer. He cer- 
tainly ought to have written his letter 
to The Times after Lord Dunraven’s 
association had published their first 


/manifesto, because it was perfectly cer- 


tain that that manifesto indicated the 
main lines of the devolution scheme 
every bit as emphatically as the subse- 
quent scheme. The late Chief Secretary 
knew then that Sir Antony MacDonnell 
was in communication with Lord Dun- 
raven, and he ought to have known that 
The Times newspaper was every other 
day publishing leading articles crying 
out that this devolution scheme was 
Home Rule in disguise, and asking the 
late Chief Secretary to repudiate it. 
He did not repudiate it, however, until it 
was found that the devolution scheme 
was denounced, not merely in the north- 
east corner of Ulster, but by every Party 
in Ireland and by the Nationalist news- 
papers. After two years’ absence he was 
only claiming the right of expressing his 
views upon an important question and 
he hoped he was not giving offence to 
anybody. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover did not make the 
repudiation until the Nationalist news- 
papers and some of the most important 
representatives in the country denounced 
devolution at least as violently as the 
orators on the other side of the House. 
The late Chief Secretary made an observa- 
tion that evening which threw a very 
great deal of light on what really 


happened. The right hon. Gentleman 
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stated that he objected to devolution | 
even more than to Home Rule, because | 
he found that it commanded the approval | 
of no section. It was natural that he | 
should come to that conclusion. He | 
saw that devolution had no friends in | 
Ireland, and very naturally he came to 
the conclusion that he himself would soon 
have no friends in the Cabinet. The 
right hon. Gentleman then committed 
what the hon. Member thought was the 
one mistake in his Irish career. He 
strack his flag to Lord Londonderry, 
to the hon. and learned Gentleman the 
Solicitor-General for England, and to the 
minor Irish lawyers. He separated him- 
self from Sir Antony MacDonnell instead 
of gladly associating himself with him 
to the end in a policy which had been 
gloriously successful, and which, he 
believed, would be yet gloriously success- 
ful. It would be easy to find strong 
language to describe that mistake, and 
perhaps to describe the apologetic tone 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s statement 
that evening, but he confessed, looking 
back on his experience of politicians on 
both sides of the House for the last 
quarter of a century, and remembering 
how, on the Irish question especially, 
nothing succeeded like success, and noth- 
ing failed like failure, he did not know hali- 
a-dozen men on either side of the House 
who were entitled to cast the first stone 
at the Member for Dover if, finding he 
had no friends in Ireland, he hesitated 
to part with his friends in England. He 
went further than that and said that, to 
his mind, it would be one of the most 
unscrupulous things a statesman ever 
did if the Member for Dover, or if the 
Prime Minister, were to endeavour to 
make out of the situation in Ireland the 
material for an anti-Irish or anti-Home 
Rule cry at a general election. On the 
other hand, he said that he thought 
any endeavour of the Nationalist Members 
to keep the Member for Dover or the 
Prime Minister to Home Rule, in their | 
sense of the word, on the strength of Sir | 
Antony MacDonnell’s appointment, would 
be equally undesirable. He said that 
most emphatically. 


As to what were their first notions of the | 
remedy for the admitted breakdown of | 
government in Ireland—because that was | 


the basis on which all this thing proceeded, | 
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when the present system of government 
by the admission of the other side and 
his side had hopelessly become antiquated 
and indefensible—what were their first 
notions of what the remedy for that 
government might be, the only fault he 
found with his friends on his side was 
that they did not give more time and 
more fair play for these first notions to 
develop favourably, as unfortunately 


| they had since developed adversely. Al- 


though they were as far from Home 


| Rule in the full Nationalist sense of the 


term as he was from being a devolu- 
tionist in the sense of Lord Dunraven’s 
present scheme, merely because he was 
perfectly willing to chat matters over 
in a friendly way he had never concealed 
from anybody what to him was as clear 
as daylight, that it was all nonsense 
to speak of any final settlement of the 
question of Irish government until this 
House devolved upon an Irish Parlia- 
ment the management of purely Irish 
affairs under a ‘Ministry responsible to 
the Irish people. On that point there 
was not a shadow of difference on the 
Nationalist Benches, but when pro- 
minent Unionists and fellow-countrymen 
invited them to an inquiry as to the 
best method of recasting the govern- 
ment of Ireland on the basis of delegating 
to an Irish statutory body legislative 
functions in connection with Irish affairs, 
then he for one had not the least notion 
of repelling them, and had not the smallest 
hesitation in evtering into friendly dis- 
cussion with them through any exag- 
gerated apprehension that the seduc- 
tions of Irish Lords or English Cabinet 
Ministers might tempt him from the 
straight path—and, of course, he pre- 
sumed that the Lords and Cabinet 
Ministers had a still poorer opinion of 
any humble seductions of his friends 
and himself. Devolution, like Home 
Rule, might mean anytbing until they 
got particulars. For instance, in the 
Nationalists’ own camp, one distin- 
guished Irishman on these benches had 
defined devolution as the Latin for 
Home Rule, and another distinguished 
Irishman had defined devolution as 
lunacy from the Nationalist point of 
view. He would rather not quarrel 
about words before he knew what they 


meant. 
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% He could not vote for this Motion ; 
neither did he intend to vote against it, 
because in the first place he thought 
Sir Antony MacDonnell stood in no need 
of defence. Sir Antony MacDonnell was 
in as proud a position as any man in the 
empire to-day. In the second place he 
knew that it was not the fault of the 
Government alone that the Wyndham- 
MacDonnell policy broke down in Ire- 
land, and he could not conscientiously 
be a party to a policy which had driven 
the hon. Member for Dover from office, 
and in the third place be believed that 
Ireland was of higher interest than the 
cornering of the ory or the Liberal 
Party. Ireland would want both Par- 
ties. It had been his fate to be de- 
nounced as a Whig for helping the 
Liberals to give them Home Rule, and 


Government 


he had been denounced as a Tory 
fer helping the ‘Tories to  abolich 
landlordism. He dared say that he 


would be denounced as a Liberal, when, 
as he hoped, the Liberals began to do 
good work for Ireland. If they did good 
work for Ireland it was good enough for 
him. He was not in the least ashamed 
to avow that he for one had been true to 
any obligation of honour he had ever 
contracted with Hnglish Parties. Perhaps 
he might be allowed to say that, like 
some of the principal personages in this 
drama, if he had changed his opinion, 
if he had seen reason to change his 
opinion in this world of change and in 
this House of change, he should not think 
it in the slightest degree discreditable to 
avow it. But the fact happened to be 
that, so far as the situation had changed 
in this House since he first entered it, 
twenty-two or twenty-three years ago, 
it was Parties on both sides of this House 
who had happily changed, and it was not 
he nor those who thought with him. In 
the days when it was necessary to rouse 
English statesmen to the reality and 
intensity of Irish dissatisfaction, and to 
do it by pretty rough methods, he was 
glad to say that he made his humble 
contribution towards teaching that lesson. 
He was not a very old man, but he had 
seen the hair of five or six generations of 
Irish secretaries grow grey, Tt was no 
consolation that liis own hair had grown 
pretty grey in the cperation, but these 
rough methods were ne« and with- 
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have roused the House to the truth. He 
was as little a peace-at-any-price man 
now as ever, and if events such as those of 
Dursey Island the other day, or speeches 
like some of the threatening speeches 
of the new Chief Secretary for Ireland 
should make it necessary, which God 
forbid, to remind English statesmen 
again of the facts of Irish life and of the 
unquenchable spirit of Irish nationality 
with which they were struggling—well, 
it was just possible that the Government 
would not have any reason to complain 
of any criminal excess of moderation on 
his part. 

He did hope that that stage of 
conilict was past. He did believe that 
they had reached a point at which the 
progress of their cause for the future 
would depend not so much upon revolu- 
tionary strife, not upon any corner 
intrigues, not even on their strength 
in the division lobby, important as 
that undoubtedly was, but would de- 
pend, he hoped, upon combining both 
English Parties upon this question. 
It would depend upon their patiently 
conciliating their opponents. It would 
depend upon American and _ colonial 
opinion in their favour. It would depend 
upon the living example of successful 
self-government which was being actually 
given at that moment by their county 
councils and district councils, and, above 
all, the irresistible force of events by 
which Sir West Ridgeway, a Protestant 
and Tory, had been brought to the same 
opinion as Sir Antony MacDonnell. He 
had said before to those who were 
amazed at their moderation in the Land 
Conference that, so foolish was the pre- 
valent notion in England about Irish 
affairs, there never had been a moment, 
even in the fiercest struggles against 
coercion government for the last twenty- 
five years, when they had not been 
just as ready as at the Land Conference 
to close with any genuine manifestation 
of peace. They were ready for it at the 
time of the Treaty of Kilmainham with 
the Liberals, and with what was called 
the Muncaster Alliance with the Tories. 
They were ready in 1883, and in 1903, 
when the most magnificent opportunity 
was not lost, but only adjourned by one 
of the inscrutable strokes of destiny 
which had often erushed the hopes of 
Ireland. He could not claim to speak 
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for anybody but himself. He had not | for Waterford knew something of them, 
the slightest desire to do so. But he| at least he knew nothing to the dis- 
hoped that he might claim, like an | credit of any one. 
eminent personage, that he occupied the 
position of ploughing a lone furrow, 
though, unlike him, he had the hearty 
confidence that he was not ploughing 
the sands. He had expressed his views, 
and he claimed to speak for millions of 
the Irish people when he told the English 
House of Commons that, if they were 
wise at this hour, the opportunity for a 
settlement of Irish grievances was not now 
lost but only adjourned. It would vet 
be recognised that this question had got| Ye had listened with some interest to 
to be settled, not by Party debates and | the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
divisions, but by the best men of Ireland | who moved the Resolution. He noticed 
and the best men of England and in the| the old familiar tone ; the effort to 
Colonies coming together into a peace | elicit cheers from those whom he regarded 
conference which would bring England | a, his allies. He noticed. too. that the 
what would be worth to her more than | pie¢ht hon. Gentleman spoke of Irish 
all the dreams of Empire—and that was wishes, Irish sentiment, and the Irish 
the peace, the honest peace, at home in people all through his speech, just in 
ireland. the same way as he spoke of the in- 
. a .  .,.| habitants of Cape Colony and Natal, 
Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) | always meaning the exclusion of the loyal 
said he thought the hon. Members for | British residents in any of those countries. 
Ireland who sat below the gangway| [hat was the only view the right hon. 
opposite must feel that they were under! Gentleman seemed able to take. His 
a debt of gratitude to the much- despised svmpathies in any part of the kingdom 
Gentlemen from the North-East of Ire- | gould only be enlisted by those who were in 
land who had been the means of inducing ‘ . 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he should 
be sorry to think that the hon. Member 
for Cork knew anything to the discredit 
of any one. He, however, would like 
to know what was the reason that there 
should come such a remarkable change 
in the public sentiments which from time 
to time the hon. Gentleman delivered 
to the people of Ireland and abroad. 





: opposition to the general feeling and in- 
the hon. Member for Cork to come over | stincts of the Imperial sentiment in their 
from Ireland to deliver himself of tht | centes “When the right hon. Gentle- 
speech to which they had just listened.| a5 referred to the Irish people he 
It was, however, very unfortunate that always meant the Nationalists. Ulster 
when the hon. Member had come so far | Members were under no illusions what- 
he had not told the House all that was| jiar as to the right hon. Gentleman. 
within his knowledge. He was per-/phey knew that in England he and 
fectly satisfied, from reading the corres- | such of those who sat behind him as 
pondence of the hon. Member, that it | . ore his followers posed as the champions 
would go down to posterity, like the | o¢ religious liberty. They were always 
letters of Junius, or Swift’s letters, that protesting against the domination of the 
it would be publicly appreciated as “the | National Church. The right hon. Gentle- 
O’Brien correspondence,” which could | jan himself liked to be regarded as a 
be had for the sum of twopence. He | .5+¢ of Protestant Defender of the Faith. 
was satisfied from a perusal of that | yet there was no one in the House more 
correspondence that the hon. Member | oq, to hand over the Unionist Protes- 
knew a great deal more than any other | tants of Ireland, whom he never lost the 
—- of the transactions which had | chance of sneering at, to the most intoler- 
heh gala? to the whole action of the able ecclesiastical tyranny represented by 
Unionist Party in Ireland and in Eng-| jon Members opposite. They knew 
land during the last two or three years. | what the policy of the hon. Gentleman 
would be if he came back to power. He 

Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN said he was in| did not know if that policy had been 
the position of the needy knife-grinder who | settled in detail, but its outlines had 
had no story to tell. He knew nothing | been divulged by one of the most active 
of the negotiations. If the hon. Member | Members of the Party, the junior Member 
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for Oldham, whose statement at Brad- 
ford a few weeks ago had not been dis- 
avowed, that it would be the duty 
and the province of the Liberal Party, 
when they came into power, to take up 
the reins so rudely snatched from the 
hands of Mr. Wyndham and Sir Antony 
MacDonnell. He took it that that had the 
assent of the right hon. Gentleman. If 
that were so they knew his position 
perfectly well. They had no intention 
of following him, and if they found them- 
selves in the same lobby as he, it would 
only be because poverty made strange 
bed-fellows. 


He should like to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman a Question. The right hon. 
Gentleman put down early in the session— 
he did not pretend to give the exact date— 
a Question which dealt with the subject 
they had been discussing in almost the 
same terms as the notice now on the Paper. 
The right hon. Gentleman then wished to 
know what further correspondence there 
was, and he might say it was singular 
how completely the right hon. Gentleman, 
in introducing his Motion, had abandoned 
what he might call the operative part of 
the Resolution. They heard now nothing 
of further correspondence, or of insistence 
on the production of further documents. 
For some reason or other the right hon. 
Gentleman completely abandoned that 
part of his Motion. Earlier in the session 
the right hon. Gentleman put on the 
Paper an inquiry as to further corres- 
pondence. The right hon. Gentleman, 
unfortunately, had a temporary indis- 
position, and during his absence the 
Question stood over, and finally dis- 
appeared from the Paper. Nothing more 
was heard of the matter, keen as the 
right hon. Gentleman’s anxiety must have 
been, until April 12th. Now on April 
11th the present Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land, in reply to the Member for South 
Belfast, stated, in a reply which gave 
great dissatisfaction to hon. Members 
opposite, that he would see that the 
Under-Secretary for Ireland was subject 
to those powers of supervision and control 
which were reserved to the Chief Secre- 
tary, and which, as far as he was con- 
cerned, would be used. It was a very 
satisfactory Answer, it was right to say, 
to Irish Unionists. The extraordinary 


thing was that on the following day the 
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right hon. Gentleman, who presumably 
was dissatisfied, or was in communication 
with some one who was much dissatisfied 
with the reply, put down the notice of 
Motion calling the attention of the House 
to the matter of further correspondence. 
He asked whether there was any relation 
between the reply of the Chief Secretary 
on the previous day, and the putting of 
the Motion on the Paper? Were there 
communications passing ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


None whatever. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said that in 
that case it was a remarkable coincidence, 
but he accepted the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s statement. It was well he could 
make that statement, because the surmise 
that there had been communications was 
very general, considering the dates. He 
might say frankly, and he had the privilege 
of speaking for some of his colleagues 
from the North of Ireland, that they were 
not going to support the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and that they were unfortunately on 
this occasion, not able to support the 
Prime Minister. He was not ac- 
customed to beat about the bush, and 
he would like at once to state 
the reason. They objected to the policy 
ot the right hon. Gentleman, but 
unfortunately in Ireland Unionists had 
a very strong feeling of suspicion that 
their own Unionist Government had been 
emulating or trying to emulate the right 
hon. Gentleman. When it became neces- 
sary to make a change in the personnel 
of the Irish Executive they felt that 
both the Chief Secretary, who called the 
Under-Secretary his colleague, and the 
Under-Secretary, who called the Chief 
Secretary his colleague, should be re- 
moved from working in opposition to 
Unionism in Ireland, and until this was 
done they could not support the Govern- 
ment. If the Under-Secretary was to 
maintain under a Unionist Government 
his position as a permanent official in 
Irelandand the head of the permanent offi- 
cials in Ireland it made very little differ- 
ence to Irish Unionists whether the ad- 
ministration was carried on by a Union- 
ist Government or under the «gis of the 
Leader of the Opposition. It was true 
that they had been sneered at by the 
Leader of the Opposition and they were 
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a small Party in the House. He was glad 
to be able to think, however, that they 
were at least a united Party. They had 
the knowledge that not only were they 
resolute to press these feelings to the 
logical end, but that they had behind 
them the whole of those whom they re- 
presented in this matter. They had 
voted Unionist and they must have be- 
yond all doubt a Unionist Government set 
above suspicion. The Union meant a 
great deal more to them than to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite and if the mainten- 
ance of it was to be subject-matter for 
the dissecting table it did not matter 
whether the knife was a Home-Rule knife 
or otherwise. The Union meant much 
more to them than it did to hon. Gentle- 
men in England, who were apt to con- 
sider it as a Party election cry. 

Before he dealt with the matter which he 
wished to bring before the House he should 
like to clear away some statements that 
had been circulated. He did not mind any- 
thing the Leader of the Opposition said 
about them, but in the Unionist Press 
it had been ascribed to them that they 
had persecuted and attacked Sir Antony 
Macdonnell because he was a Roman 
Catholic. He had heard the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cork repeat that calumny just 
now. What were the facts? Sir Antony 
Macdonnell came to Ireland in October, 
1902. He served through the whole of 
1903, and it was not until January 23rd, 
1904, at Lord Londonderry’s meeting in 
Belfast, that a single Irish Unionist ever 
said a word against him. Even then 
his name was not mentioned. His name 
was first mentioned on the Easter Monday 
at Orange meetings in the North of 
Ireland in 1904, because the scandal— 
in which he was personally and directly 
implicated—of Constable Anderson was 
public property. But such was the alleged 
intolerance and bigotry of Irish Unionists 
that though Sir Antony MacDonnell was 
a Roman Catholic he was eighteen months 
in the country before his name was men- 
tioned on a platform. For the first 
eighteen months no attack in any shape 
or form was made by Irish Unionists 
against him, Another matter was,—and 
this would dispose of another myth 
put in circulation—and he had _ heard 
it stated even by some of his friends, 
that Sir Antony Macdonnell had not 
been six months in Ireland before he 
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found that the place did not suit him, 
that he was put to too much trouble, that 
his Indian experience did not stand him 
in good stead, and that he would have 
there and then resigned if it had not been 
for the attack by the Member for North 
Armagh. He (Mr. Moore) had disposed 
of that when he reminded the House 
that Sir Antony was eighteen months 
in the country before any criticism 
was directed against him. For his 
own part he had put himself to great 
inconvenience from time to time by 
voting for Roman Catholics who stood 
at elections. He had voted for Mr. 
Justice Kerry over and over again 
and would do the same to-morrow. 
He must dissent from the proposition 
that because a man was a Roman 
Catholic any Protestant in Ireland was to 
get up and attack him. He had never 
done it nor would any of his colleagues 
do 1t. 


The next charge against them 
was that they were attempting to limit 
the Government in their choice of a 
permanent official. He thought that 
was a little bit too thin. It was not a 
question of Sir Antony MacDonnell’s 
appointment. It was a question whether, 
now that it had become necessary 
to make a change in the personne of 
the Government of Ireland, Sir Antony 
MacDonnell should be there retained, 
If he were an ordinary Civil servant 
he quite agreed that no political Party 
in the House would have any right to 
attack him, but they did not consider, 
and the House did not consider, that 
he was an ordinary Civil servant. They 
were going upon his open political record 
during the last two years, and they said 
whatever his ability or merits might be 
his loyalty to his own supporters had not 
been questioned. They said his political 
open record in Ireland for the last two 
years unfitted him for the pcst of the 
head of the permanent staff in Ireland. 
It was not a case of interfering with the 
choice of a permanent official. The 
question simply was, had he or had he 
not, by his action, deprived himself of 
the protection a Civil servant had always 
received on the Unionist side of the 
House ? He (Mr. Moore) assented to 
the proposition of Lord Lansdowne in 
another place on 17th February that 
as a matter of principle, and he was 
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accepting the dictum of the English necessary Jaudation as the hon. Member 
Solicitor-General, it was wrong for Civil | for Cork had. The hon. Gentleman liked 
servants to concern themselves in poli- | being a littleextreme. They all had their 
tical movements. When Sir Antony} weaknesses. He did not know whether 
MacDonnell went to Ireland the one} the hon. Gentleman wrote to Sir Antony 
thing he insisted upon was that he was| MacDonnell offering to black his boots. 
to have a finger in the political piec,|'The fact remained that after being 
and the Leader of the Opposition said} an open opponent of Sir Antony Mac- 
none on the Unionist side made any} Donnell the hon. Gentleman became his 
objection to his conference with Lord! warmestchampion. The hon. and learned 
Dunraven on the Land Bill, or any} Gentleman the Member for Waterford 
objection to the various matters in the | delivered a remarkable speech at Liver- 
last two years. But the Leader of the | pool on the 19th March in which he said 
Opposition must know that their griev-| that two years ago the Land Bill was 
ance was that no Irish Unionist knew | introduced and that he well re- 
the terms or powers under which Sir| membered the intense anxiety and 
Antony MacDonnell was appointed until | fervent hopes entertained by the com- 
they were read to the House. They | munity which he then addressed. They 
did not know he had special political! were told at that time that the land 
powers, It was hardly right that they | question was about to be settled at one 
should be accused or censured by the | stroke, and upon the lines laid down 
Leader of the Opposition for not taking | by Parnell and the Land League. The 
note of these things before. | promise held out went further than that, 
because they were told, and rightly told, 

Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | that the land question was almost the 
I did not censure anybody. I merely | only remaining great obstacle in the way 
pointed out the facts. of Home Rule, and they were told that 
the Land Act would be followed by a 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said then he | Measure of self-government, not perhaps 
might take it asapproval on the part of the the full measure of Home Rule that Was 
right hon. Gentleman. But he supposed it demanded, but such a measure of national 
would be wrong in three different ways self-government as to go a long distance 
that an ordinary Civil servant should | towards the settlement of the Irish 
so take part in political movements. national question, and that such a 
First, it would be wrong as between him- | Measure would be passed by the universal 
self and his chief, but in this case he was | consent of all political Parties in England. 
to have these powers. It was also | He should like, in the interests of the 
wrong for a Minister to have these | l nionist Party, to know by whom that 
powers unknown to the House in a promise was made to the Member for 


position in which he could not be answer- Waterford. 
able to the House. Thirdly, it was ae ee 
distinctly wrong to his subordinates. Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Dealing with the history of the case, the | If the hon. and learned Member implies 


fact remained that from the moment Sir | that a promise of that kind was made to 


Antony MacDonnellarriveda perfect maze | me by the late Chiet Secretary or any 
of intrigue seemed to have set itself on | responsible member of the Government 
foot. Not so long before the Member | that is not so. 

for Cork had been preaching in the | . ; 
country his views that if they only had | Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: I ask him 
arms he would rather commend the | to say by whom it was made. 
opportunity of making the Shannon | ; 

run red as the Tugela. This melo-; Mr. JOHN REDMOND said they were 
dramatic action of the hon. Gentleman | told it by the public opinion of this 
suddenly vanished and the Government | country. It was the current opinion. 
became perfect. Sir Antony MacDonnell | They were told it in the newspapers, and 
was perfection, and he supposed no one | the trend of all the speeches in different 
on the Unionist Benckes had bestowed | parts of the country went in the same 
on the Under-Secretary so much un- | direction. 





| 
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Mr. WILLIAM MOORE accepted the 


statement in a common impersonal 
sense. But, impersonal or not, that was 
the principle advocated by the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Cork through 
the country, and Irish Unionists never 
regarded the hon. Gentleman as dangerous 
in this matter until he became moderate. 


It only showed that the hon. Member for | 
Cork had really all the winning cards 


in his hands, but because it was not a 
cry that would appeal to popular clamour, 
his colleagues, who thought more of 
political and financial support, threw him 
over, and he had been saving up his wis- 


dom ever since in a sort of comparative | 


exile. But the hon. Gentleman really 
came out with the winning cards in his 
hands, and he (Mr. Moore) marvelled 
at the crass fatuity of his colleagues who 
sat beside him in not seeing it. If the 


Member for Waterford in referring to | 


these public speeches and policies through- 


out the country was referring to the | 


counter programme that was held out 
by the Member for Cork it was fairly 
satisfactory evidence of the new policy 
which was set up in Ireland of conciliating 
everyone at the expense of Unionists. 
The hon. Member for Cork and others 
were not the only people who were 
conciliated by promises in this way. 
He had read the very bitter complaints 
on the part of the Roman Catholic 
Bishop of Limerick that he had been 
tricked by promises made with regard to 


Roman Catholic education at this time. | 
The fact was that promises were on top at | 
Everybody got a promise who | 


this time. 
wanted it, and it was therefore quite 
possible when everyone was in a state of 


contented blessedness to arrange a Land | 


Conference and get the Land Bill through. 
The Ulster farmers were just as much 
interested in the Land Conference as 
anybody else, and no exception was taken 
to it. The instrument 
Captain Shaw Taylor, who had dis- 


tinguished himself in Galway by bringing | 


about a conference for granting ad- 
ditional licences in Galway. The Bishop 
there was a great friend of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, and it was through him 
that Captain Shaw Taylor was introduced 
to Sir Antony, so that the Under-Secre- 
tary might have the credit of bringing 
about the Land Conference. The point 
was that the very men who met to settle 
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of Ireland. 


tne land question were the very men 
who put their names to the scheme of 
devolution which was initiated eighteen 
months later. Looking back at the 
matter now, he was convinced that the 
Attorney-General was perfectly right 
when he said at Derry that this was part 
of one transaction ; that the persons who 
were brought together for the Land 
Conference were brought together by 
the Under-Secretary for the purpose of 
this scheme of devolution. 
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Mr. WILLIAM O'BRIEN said the 
hon, Gentleman was in error in saying 
that any one connected with the Land 
Conference signed the declaration of 
devolution, 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin Har- 
bour) said the hon. and learned Gentle- 
|man was using the term “ Land Con- 
ference” in two senses. The Land 
| Conference was a conference between 
‘the representatives of the landlords 
and the tenants, the ‘“‘ Land Confer- 
ence Committee’ was a committee of 
the landlords. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said they all 
knew who the signatories of the declara- 
tion were, but his point was that these 
| people were brought together ostensibly in 
the first instance for the purposes of the 
Land Conference, and he could only 
repeat in the words of the Attorney- 
General that it was all part of the 
same transaction. It was “a deal” 
all round. He did not know who was 
| responsible for this, but whoever was 
responsible there were other matters 
in which the Under-Secretary was 
directly and personally implicated ; 
|instances of political interference and 
| transactions which showed a bias in his 
mind which rendered him unfit to dis- 
'charge his duty impartially as a Civil 
servant and as Under-Secretary. In 
the first place, there was his attitude on 
'the question of the Roman Catholic 
University, and, in the next place, there 
was the Anderson case, in which the 
| Under-Secretary, at the instance of the 
| Rey. Mr. O'Hara, a Roman Catholic 
| priest, drove from the Royal Irish 


Constabulary a young constable whose 
‘only crime was that being a Protestant 
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he wanted to marry a Roman Catholic 


lady. 


Government 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover): When I 
I dealt with that question in this House 
I not only contradicted that view but 
conclusively proved that it could no 
longer be entertained. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he ad- 
hered to that view, in spite of what the 
Member for Dover said. The question 
was determined by Question and An- 
swer in the House, and the Member 
for Dover then stated that on the iden- 
tical evidence on which he had reinstated 
this man the Under-Secretary had dis- 
missed him. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope the House 
will allow me to assert, with the facts 
clear in my mind, that there is no basis 
for that charge. This constable was 
removed by the proper authorities in the 
force to which he belonged, in pursu- 
ance of the views and policy of the In- 
spector-General. If the matter had 
come before me as a matter of routine I 
should have initialed it. I was responsi- 
ble, because I was responsible to the 
Inspector-General. Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell was not responsible either 
technically or in any other way. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he would 
be sorry to contradict any statement made 
in that House, but he knew that after the 
constable was dismissed, and he knew it 
because the right hon. Member for Dover 
said it, he sent to the officer in Dublin a 
certificate relating to the young lady, and 
that certificate was laid before the In- 
spector-General, and that after it had 
lain on his table for three weeks the In- 
spector-General wrote a letter confirming 
the constable’s dismissal and saying he 
saw no reason to interfere. He called that 
dismissing a man on the same evidence, 
because there was not another particle of 
evidence on which the right hon. Gentle- 
man reinstated him. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. and 
learned Member must accept my state- 
ment. That letter was a letter of the 
Inspector-General embodying his views 
of what the discipline of the force re- 
quired. It was not for Sir Antony Mac- 
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Donnell to take another line; he did not 
take another line; and I only took 
another line when that document was 
submitted to legal interpretation, and [ 
was led to see that I had an argument 
which would prevail on the Inspector- 
General to modify the view he had 
previously held. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said hedid not 
think there was any issue on the facts, 
whatever inference might be drawn. 
[““ Yes, there is.”] Very well, then; he 
would stick to his own. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER was under- 
stood to call on the hon. and learned 
Member to withdraw his statement. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Isay it is a 
matter of recollection. Is not my memory 
as good as that of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover 
says he did not say what the hon. 
Gentleman says he did; therefore he 
must withdraw. 


Mr, WILLIAM MOORKEsaid he should 
be sorry to put any words into the right 
hon. Gentleman’s mouth which he had not 
used. The identical evidence vn which, 
for any reason at all—he was not im- 
puting reasons—the right hon. Gentleman 
reinstated the constable was before the 
Under-Secretary when he was shown the 
draft letter of the Inspector-General 
dismissing the man and approved of it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: That does not 
controvert what I have said. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE said he had 
never said anything else. The House 
was well able to judge the share of the 
Under-Secretary in that transaction from 
the debate of August last. Then there was 
the Ballinasloe case, the appointment of a 
constable at Roundstone, and lastly 
this devolution business, which was only 
the culmination of a long series of 
events showing the political bias and 
favouritism of the Under-Secretary. 
When the Under-Secretary went to 
Castlebar one would really have thought 
he was the Governor of a province in 
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India. He received an address thanking 
him for his political servicesand applaud- 
ing him for having checked “the 
bigots,” by which term was meant all 
who disagreed with him, the noble Lord 
in the Cabinet, and the Ulster represen- 
tatives. All this was tolerated as part of 
the duties of an impartial and judicial 
Civil servant. He understood the Chief 
Secretary had promised to reconsider the 
matter of handing over to the Roman 
Catholic Bishop the sole control of the 
lunatics in an asvlum at Youghal. [‘‘ There 
is nota word of truthinit.”] In view of 
these facts was it any wonder that Irish 
Unionists were not satisfied to support the 
Government while the Under-Secretary re- 
mained in his position? Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell obviously intended to stay where 
he was, and to submit to anything in order 
to retain office. He had submitted to 
having his conduct styled as indefensible, 
and to being told that the Chief Secre- 
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know whether that were true, but the 
feeling in Ireland was that the bottom 
of the mystery had not yet been reached. 
There was more to come out, and to 
whose credit it would be when it was 
out, he did not know; but if there were 
more disclosures, it would be better to 
get the whole thing out and done with it. 
The disclosures might be bad, but the 
inferences which would be drawn from 
the retention of a Home-Rule colleague 
would be still worse for the Unionist 
Party. Ninety-nine men out a hundred 
on the Government side of the House 
were of opinion that Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell ought never to have been ap- 
pointed; what justification, then, was there 
for retaining him? He was a source of 
suspicion in Ireland and of weakness in 
England. Some explanation ought to be 
forthcoming. The position could not be 
better summarised than it was in a 
| leading article in The Times to the 


tary intended to exercise his powers of | following effect— 


supervision and control. 
Gentleman the Member for Dover | 
loyally and properly retired when he found 
he could be of no further use, but suchcon- 
siderations did not influence the Under- 
Secretary. Of what use could a per- 
manent Under-Secretary be in Ireland 
when one-third of the people distrusted 
him? Why did the Government keep 
him there? Sir Antony MacDonnell had 
been compared to Thomas Drummond, 
Thomas Drummond was persecuted by 
an oligarchy ; but in the North of Ireland 
it was the middle class, the democracy, 
who were more anxious than anybody 
else that Sir Antony MacDonnell should be 
removed. He would say nothing about 
the victims of the boycotting, disorder, 
and intimidation which under the rule 
of the Under-Secretary had sprung up 
in the South and West of Ireland. The 
appointment was said to be merely 
temporary. He did not sugzest that the 
Prime Minister was seeking to evade 
the point, but he did say that if, after 
all the assurances that had been given, 
Sir Antony MacDonnell was keptin Ireland 
as a permanent official, those assurances 
were little short of evasions. 


It was said that one reason for Sir 
Antony MacDonnell’s retention was the 
fear of the Government that he might 
make further disclosures. He did not 


VOL. CXLV. [Fouverrn Seris.] 


The right hon. | 








“ Still more serious, perhaps, must be the 
effect of the presence of a doubtful, if not a 
hostile, element on the spirit and temper of the 
Civil Service, especially the resident magistrates 
and police officers, who have been accustomed 
to look up to the Under-Secretary, in the 
frequent and unavoidable absences of his chief 
and often at other times, ‘as the de facto ruler 


| of Ireland.’ ” 


So long as the Under-Secretary, with his 
political past, remained in office so long 
would those officials feel that there was 
an enemy at the gate, and it would be 
difficult for them to act with the same 
freedom as they otherwise would. Irish 
Unionists had no complaint to make of the 
present ChiefSecretary, who had had to 
face a very troublesome matter. Their 
complaint was against the Govecnment. 
They had never asked for the dismissal 
of Sir Antony MacDonnell, but for his 
transfer, and for some reason that had 
become, not a Departmental, but a 
Cabinet matter. Irish Unionists would 
exercise all the pressure they could to 
yi” iss their end. It was said the other 

day that their grievances were either anti- 
quarian or prophetic, This grievance 
was neither. It was a pressing, insistent 
grievance, and he hoped that when the 
Prime Minister came to consider the 
unfortunate circumstances which had 
compelled him to make his choice 
between this official, with his political 
past, and his Irish Unionist friends ond 
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colleagues, with their record, he would 
take the only logical and proper course, 
thereby enabling Ulster Members to vote, 
as 'they would gladly do, confidence in 
His Majesty’s Government. 


Government 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) wished 
the Prime Minister had been present 
during the speech of the hon. and learned 
Member, in order that he might have con- 
trasted the statesman he had lost with 
the Party leader to whom he had suc- 
cumbed. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover had had a very dis- 
tinguished tenure of office, and had 
written his name for good in the history 
of both England and Ireland, but the 
great ability he had shown during his 
tenure of office had been almost surpassed 


by the chivalrous generosity with which | 


he had spoken of the reasons which led 
to his retirement. If one were disposed 
to find fault; with the right hon. Gentle- 
man it would be that he had taken 
almost too great a measure of blame 
upon himself, and had increased the doubt 
and obscurity surrounding this debate. 
The hon. Member for North Antrim had 
stated that the question was whether 
or not Sir Antony MacDonnell should be 
retained. That was not the question on 
the Paper. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: I did not say 
that was the question before the House, 
but I said that was the question which 
affected my colleagues and myself. 


Mr. ROBSON said obvious'y that 
was the question upon which the hon. 
Member had addressed the House. The 
hon, Member had made charges against 
the Government of evasiveness and want 
of straightforwardness, and those were 
far more important than the charges 
levelled against Sir Antony MacDonnell. 
The real question was not whether or 
not the Under-Secretary should be main- 
tained, but whether the censure passed 
upon him by the Government should 
not now be removed. One listened in 
wonder and astonishment throughout 
this debate at the complete absence of 
anything like an attempt on the part of 
the hon. and learned Member opposite 
to prove indefensible conduct on the 
pait of Sir Antony MacDonnell, having 
regard to the terms of his eppointment 


Mr. Wiliam Moor:. 
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and the confidence reposed in him by 
his chief. 


How did the position stand with 
regard to Sir Antony MacDonnell ? 
It had been admitted and affirmed by 
| the Government that Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell acted in perfect loyalty and in 
the belief that he was acting within the 
‘terms of his appointment. Was he 
| justified in that belief? That was the 
| real question they had to decide. They 
| knew that in acting as he did with 
‘regard to the devolution question he 
|was, in fact, only repeating the pro- 
cedure adopted in regard to the land 
| question. There was no substantial 
| difference so far as the procedure was 
/concerned between his attitude in both 
/cases, In the case of the land question 
| he was authorised to communicate with 
‘the different Parties in Ireland and to 
| formulate a scheme to be laid before the 


_ public for consideration ; that was what he 


| did with regard to the land question, and 
| that was what he had done with regard 
| to devolution. That was not a question 
| to be decided by construing the terms of 
| his appointment: The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dover told them, 
without attempting to attack Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, that the question of the 
government of Ireland was considered 
between himself and Sir Antony in many 
conversations. It appeared that Sir 
Antony referred to various Indian pre- 
'cedents which the right hon, Gentleman 
'the Member for Dover did not appear to 
fully appreciate and understand. The 
right hon. Gentleman said it was due, 
perhaps, to his colossal ignorance of 
Indian affairs that he failed to appreciate 
the all-important fact that when Indian 
precedents were cited, Sir Antony 
MacDonnell was citing precedents which 
involved some measure and degree of the 
elective principle. He was not astonished 
that the right hon. Gentleman had failed 
to appreciate that fact, .but was there 
any fault to be found with Sir Antony 
MacDonnell on that account? The late 
Chief Secretary might have asked him 
| about those Indian precedents, and he 
might have inquired how the members of 
those boards in India came to be members. 
He might have asked whether they were 
nominated or elected by public bodies. 
He might have asked those questions if 
he thought that he did not understand 
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and appreciate the full significance of Sir 


Antony MacDonnell’s proposals, and 
therefore there was no blame attaching 
to Sir Antony up to that stage. 


What was the next important point ? 
The next all-important point was that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dover took a well-earned holiday which 
nobody grudged him, and he said that in 
doing so he neglected the House of 
Commons, and took his mind off politics. 
That was a very meritorious thing to do, 
but, unfortunately, Ireland took no 
holiday and never took its mind off 
politics, and in the absence of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Irish Reform 
Association came into being. One could 


| not help suspecting that the right hon. 
Gentleman was not wholly unacquainted | 


with the gestation of that body. He had | 
told them that Sir Antony MacDonnell | 
was in personal communication with 
those who were bringing that association 


into being. He had told them that he | 


could not and did not object to the 
Under-Secretary for Ireland being in 
communication with Lord Dunraven upon 


the question of Irish government which | ‘ 
qd 6 | included in the demand which had been 


was involved. What was there wrong in 
Sir Antony MacDonnell’s action? He 
was left alone with the Lord-Lieutenant. 
Who tcok the place of the Chief Secre- 


' tary whilst he was away from Ireland ? 


Pethaps the Prime Minister could tell 
them that, In the absence of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover, 
who was governing Ireland ? Ifit was not 
the Lord-Lieutenant, who was it ? Of 
course it was the Lord-Lieutenant. It 
would be a somewhat novel practice if 
the Lord-Lieutenant was not looked upon 
as the active and practical head of 
Government in Ireland. If the Lord- 
Lieutenant had no authority over Sir 
Aatony MacDonnell, he should like to 
know if Sir Antony was told that. Was 
he told that during the Chief Secretary’s 
absence the Government of Ireland was 
ina state of suspense and that nobody 
must do anything ? Certainly not. Sir 
Antony MacDonnell was left alone with 
the Lord-Lieutenant, and from that 
moment everything he did was amply 
covered by the Lord-Lieutenant. He 
was pursuing the same line of conduct as 
he pursued in regard to {the land ques- 
tion. He entered into ‘communication 


with Lord Dunraven with the Chie; 
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Secretary’s knowledge and consent, and 
he was formulating those reports with 
the Lord-Lieutenant’s knowledge and 
consent; and it was little less than an 
outrage to subject him to that censure 
which was passed upon him by the 
Cabinet. He hoped hon. Gentlemen 
would consider it their duty, apart from 
any Party allegiance, to defend Civil 
servants from unmerited censure like 
this. The Government did not believe 
that Sir Antony MacDonnell had done any- 
thing indefensible, for if they had believed 
it he would have gone before this, and 
he would have gone before the Chief Secre- 
tary. The speech they had heard from the 
hon. Member for North Antrim betrayed 
the real spirit which had brought about 
the resignation of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Dover, and the 
same spirit would certainly have been 
powerful enough to secure the dismissal 
of the Under-Secretary for Ireland if 
there had been any cause for it. He 
thought they ought to hear what the 
Lord-Lieutenant had to say about this 
matter, and he should like the eorre- 
spondence with the Lord - Lieutenant 


put forward. Had the Lord-Lieutenant 
apologised or protested? He thought it 
would be found that, so far from apologis- 
ing, he had protested, and certainly he 
had affirmed his opinion upon this matter 
like a man. 


He wished to refer to another 
aspect of the question which had 
been referred to by the Leader of the 
Opposition in his speech. His right hon. 
friend had asked the House to consider 
the state of things in 1902, when Sir 
Antony MacDonnell was appointed, That 
was a most significant branch of this 
inquiry, because in 1902 affairs between 
England and Ireland were in a critical 
and interesting state, and in that year the 
policy of killing Home Rule by kind- 
ness had come to an end. Neverthe- 
less Home Rule was still alive and its 
would-be murderer had passed from the 
scene. The Unionist Party were then 
breathing fire and fury against Home 
Rule, and they were placated with pro- 
mises of coercion for Ireland, which was 
the only thing that ever satisfied them. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8§.): 
On a point of order I submit that that 
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is a most improper imputation to make 
against hon. Members of this House.  ‘l'o 
say that the only thing that ever pleases 
them is to see their own fellow-country- 
men coerced is, in my opinion, a most 
improper observation to make. 





*Mr. DEPUTY -SPEAKER: I think the 
hon. Member made it as a general remark, | 
and did not apply it personally against 
any hon. Member of this House. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG, (who was 
greeted with Narionatist cries of 
‘*Name,”’) said the hon. Member made a | 
statement in regard to himself and his 
colleagues on the Unionist Benches, and 
he considered that was making a personal 
attack. 





Mr. ROBSON, proceeding, said that 
seemed to him to be quite a novel point | 
of order. ‘The hon. Member opposite | 
might deny his accusation with regard 
to coercion, but he could not alter the | 
history of his own country and the 
history of his Party. Who had coercion 
satisfied if it had not satisfied hon. | 
Members opposite ? Who had demanded | 
coercion except the Party opposite, and 
what other remedy had they ever de- | 
manded except coercion? In _ the) 
year 1902 coercion was being applied | 
to please them. In that year the Prime 
Minister did not believe in the efficiency 
of the policy of coercion. The Prime. 
Minister knew coercion well, for he had | 
tried it for a long time and under more | 


‘COMMONS} 


| in the Government, 


| now no statesman could refuse to face it. 


| bring the 
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powers to a permanent official, who de- 
tested and denounced coercion root and 
branch, and who told him so; he sat 
down to arrange for the wholesale ex- 
propriation of the English landlord 
garrison in Ireland, and he arranged 
with Sir Antony MacDonnell that there 
should be a new policy of administrative 
conciliation. No wonder the hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for North 
Antrim accused his Party leaders of not 
being straightforward. 


But it was not merely that the 
right hon. Gentleman was laying down 
a new policy both in respect of land 
and administrative conciliation. He 
knew perfectly well that it was idle 


‘to talk of administrative conciliation 
in Ireland so long as there was in * 
(that country a_ fixed, fundamental, 


and irreconcilable hostility between the | 
local and the central bodies concerned 
That want of accord 
between the local and the central bodies 
in Ireland was the crux of the whole 
Irish political administration. It had { 
become intensified since 1897, when the 
Local Government Act was passed, anl 


They might talk about coercion or con- 
ciliation, but, whether Tory or Liberal, 
Governments in this country had got to 
face and to solve the problem how to 
local governing bodies 11 
Ireland into some kind of accord wiih | 
the central body in Ireland, and _ the 
Prime Minister knew that. When the! 
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favourable circumstances than were ever terms of Sir Antony MacDonnell’s ap-| he 


likely to be given to any Chief Secretary | 
in the future, and the right hon. Gentle- | 
man had seen it end in a disastrous 
failure, and it brought about no better | 
result than the Plan of Campaign. | 
The Prime Minister knew in 1902 that | 
coercion was not a permanent and effec- | 
tive policy in Ireland. It was not only | 
not a remedy but it was not even a 
policy. The right hon. Gentleman did 
not give the people of England in 1902 
the benefit of his experience and know- 
ledge; he chose another plan. He chose 
the plan of flaunting coercion before the 
country in order to placate those Gentle- 
men who were in favour of it; but, 
while doing so, he in secret abandoned 
the policy of coercion. He sat down in 








secret to hand over the administrative 
Mr. Charles Crag. 


poitment were laid before him, and| 
when he saw the list of articles on which 
Sir Antony insisted, when he saw the 
reference to co-ordination or correlation, 
involving the direction and control of 
the whole administrative machinery of 
Irish government, what did the right! 
hon. Gentleman suppose that to mean! 
When he assented to the policy he knew 
perfectly well that he was making a sui 
render on the question of Irish admini+ 
tration just as marked as the surrend 
which he had already made in regard ti 
Irish land. Did the right hon. Gentle 
man ever inquire what co-ordinatio 
meant? He told them the other nigh 
that it meant the bringing of these bodie 
somewhat more under the direct contri 


| of the Chief Secretary. Well, they haf 
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just heard from Mr. Deputy-Speaker that 
they must always accept what any Mem- 
ber said in that House, and the rules of 
order compelled them to accept the state- 
ment of the Prime Minister. But what 
was the position of the Prime Minister ? 
He knew that he had given up the 
English garrison so far as it consisted of 
Jandlords; he knew that he had aban- 
doned coercion, and he knew, therefore, 
that he must look for the maintenance of 
law and order to non-coercive means. 
Were they to suppose that the right hon. 
Gentleman was going to give up all those 
instruments of English ascendancy and 
yet do nothing to bring about that accord 
between the essential governing bodies of 
Ireland? He must have known that if 
he did nothing he was deliberately 
weakening his own force, and deliberately 
strengthening the force of his opponents 
at its most vital point. 


Government 


Gentleman seemed 
to think at that time that if the 
country only had a statement about 
coercion that would be sufficient to 
satisfy those to whom he looked for 
political support, but let the House con- 
sider what followed. After the appoint- 
ment of Sir Antony MacDonnell there 
was an interval of two years before the 


The right hon. 


events which were now the subject-matter | 


of discussion arose. Did the Prime 
Minister during the whole of the period 
between 1902 and 1904 never troubie to 
inquire of his Chief Secretary how co- 
ordination was getting on? The right 
hon. Gentleman said he did not know 
what co-ordination was when it was first 
mentioned, Did he allow two years to 
elapse without ever asking the question, or 


did he think that co-ordination was one ' 


of those words he would define in due time, 
according to his own interpretation, as 
he had done in the case of “ retaliation 2?” 
He was prepared to believe it, if told, but 
it appeared to be incredible that neither 
he nor the Chief Secretary should have 
devoted five minutes conversation to this 
most important subject. Let it be 
remembered that in 1903 the Land Act 
wus passed, and from August, 1903, to 
August, 1904, Irish devolution — the 
administrative problem—took the place 
in public interest of the land question, 
and, therefore, it was impossible to sup- | 
pose that the Prime Minister and his | 
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Chief Secretary should never have dis- 
| cussed what the policy of the Unionist 
' Party was to be in relation to this vital 
subject. If they never discussed this 
matter during that period it showed what 
interest these distinguished persons took 
in the unity of the Empire, of which they 
claimed to be the only possible guardians. 
The fact was that the Prime Minister 
did not ask the meaning of co-ordina- 
tion from the right hon, Gentleman the 
Member for Dover because he knew 
what it meant. He might not trouble 
about details, but he knew substantially 
that co-ordination in Ireland involved 
the control of the whole administrative 
machinery of government, and that it 
meant in one way or other a distinct 
and an irrevocable step towards placing 
the control of Irish local government in 
local hands. That was what it did 
‘mean, and that was what it would 
continue to mean. From the position 
which the Prime Minister had thus taken 
up no English Party in the future could 
recede. Whether the Liberals were able 
to carry out their promises in regard to 
Ireland or not, it was certain that there 
was no possible Government for Ireland 
in the future unless it adopted what was 
known as the MacDonnell policy, and 
adopted it in its widest sense. 


Why did the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man the Member for North Antrim com- 
plain of the want of straightforwardness 
on the part of the Government? What 
right had he, or the Party to which he 
belonged, to expect greater straightfor- 
wardness from this Ministry than the 
free-trade Unionists? It was a most 
unreasonable demand. But it might be 
asked why the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man complained of this subterranean 
policy on the part of the Government. 
It made, undoubtedly, for the doctrines 
which Liberals preached. Liberals did 
not complain of those arrangements and 
agreements which they had seen with 
regard to Sir Antony MacDonnell. So 
far from complaining, they said they 
were good, statesmanlike, and sensible ; 
but they wanted to krow why they were 
done by stealth, Why should this 
policy of sensible, statesmanlike, and 
practical government be carried on in 
secret while the Prime Minister openly 
and avowedly professed that his policy 
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time the Government were doing these 
things through Sir Antony MacDonnell, 
they were throwing dust in the eyes of 
the English people? By far the most 
useful moral they cou'd draw from this 
debate was that the Prime Minister knew 
perfectly well that there was a strong 
Unionist and anti-Irish feeling in 
England, and, while he deplored its 
existence, he felt that he could not afford 
to part with it in the management of the 
Unionist Party. Let that be remem- 
bered by the English people. It might 
discount some of the platform rhetoric 
which would be heard from Members on 
the other side of the House as to 
Liberals being the allies of Irishmen. 


» hon. ¢ l N for } | : 
i a ae oe or | ie adiemeel became public, the whole 


Antrim had complained that his Party 
had been betrayed. Let him look out, 
for they were going to be betrayed 
again, 
to power they would have to take up 
again the policy of administrative con- 
ciliation ; and it could only be taken up 
by giving Ireland a greater measure of 
self-government. If the time had come 
when the reform of Irish government 
must be considered in principle and 
detail, do not let it be done by secret 
arrangements. Let the House of Com- 
mons and the country know it, and let 
the nation take its part in the discussion 
of the subject. He thought they might 
trust something to the wisdom and 
generosity of the people. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said that a 
most unfortunate expression had fallen 
from the hon. and learned Gentleman 
who had just sat down. It was a mis- 
take that Members who came from the 
North of Ireland were desirous to see 
coercive methods necessary for Ireland. 
But with the law disregarded in districts 
as it was at the present day, a Govern- 
ment which claimed for itself the name 
of Government should see that the law of 
the country was carried out. That was 
a very different matter from saying 
that the Members from the North-East of 
Ireland were pleased to see coercion in 
force. If the hon. Member knew any- 
thing of the state of things which existed 
in the West of Ireland at the time the 
right hon. Member for Dover went over 


to Galway and the rest of the West of , 


Mr. Robson. 
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was one of coercion, because, at the | 


If the Unionists were returned | 


| Secretary—as they understood. 
been attempted to be shown that day 
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Ireland, and examined the present state 
of things, he would come back with very 
different ideas of coercion. Hon. Gentle- 
men talked indiscriminately about Ireland, 
and not one in ten of them knew what 
they were talking about. [A NATIONALIST 
Member: What about bad whiskey ?] 
He thought that this debate had been 
remarkable for the fact that very few 
speakers had dealt with the subject which 
was before the House, viz., the position 
of Sir Antony MacDonnell. It was on 
that point he desired to speak in defence 
of the position they had taken up in 
Ulster. 


In the month of February, when 


‘the revelations of the attitude of the 


various Unionists towards Sir Antony 
aspect of the case was altered. Sir 
Antony MacDonnell was Under-Secre- 
tary for Ireland on the same _ terms 
and conditions as any other Under- 
It had 


that an Under-Secretary for Ireland was 
not an ordinary Under-Secretary ; that 
no Under-Secretary who had ever pre- 
ceded him had had anything like the 
powers given to Sir Antony MacDonnell. 
He maintained that the powers given 
to Sir Antony MacDonnell were abso- 
lutely unconstitutional, and more than 
were given to any previous Under- 
Secretary—even to Thomas Drummond. 
What he complained of was that these 
powers should have been given to any 
man, and that the fact that they had 
been given to him should have been kept 
secret not only from them in the North 
of Ireland, but from every Unionist Mem- 
ber in the House. He agreed with the 
hon. Member opposite that that was the 
gravamen of the whole business. Where 
the Government had erred was in that 
first of all they gave these powers. He 
submitted that they erred quite as much 
in that they allowed them for nearly 
three years to believe that this official 
was an ordinary official, whereas in reality 
he was an official with equal powers 
to the Chief Secretary. 


He could understand the hon. Mem- 
ber attacking the Members for Ulster 
for the position they had taken up; 
but the hon. Gentleman must re- 
member that he and his friends were 
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Home Rulers and that they were 
Unionists, and the most determined 


Unionists in the House. The whole 
question of the Union was centred in 
the constituencies which they repre- 
sented; and it was useless for hon. 


Gentlemen opposite to say that they | 


were Unionists to-day. They were 


Unionists who would remain so, and while | 


they were Unionists they would object 
most strongly to be called “ bigots.” 
There was nothing bigoted about their 
attitude. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition made use 
of the old term “ the Ascendancy Party.” 
Would anybody explain to him what 
particular ascendancy they had ever 
had. In this House they were a small 
Party, and were made the constant 
butt for attacks for the amusement of 
the House by hon. Members on the 
Nationalist Benches, and of a fair share of 
amusement on the part of hon. Members 
sitting on the Liberal Benches opposite. 
He submitted that in this Sir Antony 
MacDonnell affair the course taken by 
the Ulster Members had been the only 
straightforward and consistent pro- 
cedure of any section of the House. 
The proof that their action had been 
right was that hon. Members on the 
Nationalist Benches had in the last year 
ranged themselves on the side of the 
(rovernment solidly; and if further 
proof were needed that Sir Antony 
MacDonnell was a partisan it was that 
Jrom the first day the name of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell was mentioned in the House 
(rentlemen of Home-Rule _proclivities 
defended him. All that was self-evident 
from the original letter which, after 
considerable difficulty, had been ex- 
tracted from the right hon. Member for 
Dover, which had been written to him 
by Sir Antony MacDonnell. It was a 
very frank and straightforward letter. 
If that letter had been communicated to 
the Ulster Members three years ago it 
would have prevented much being said 
in the House that had been said. In 
that letter Sir Antony MacDonnell wrote 
as follows— 

‘‘Il have been anxiously thinking over the 
dithiculty. [ am an Irishman, a Roman 
Catholic, and a Liberal in politics. I have 
strong Irish sympathies. I do not see eye to 
eye with you in all matters, but from the ex- 
position you were good enough to give me of 
your views, and from the estimate I formed 
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| of your aims and objects, I find that there is a 

substantial measure of agreement between us.” 
[NatronaList cries of “Go on.”] No 
more quotation was necessary for his 
purpose. He wanted to prove that 
Sir Antony MacDonnell was of the same 
opinion as hon. Members opposite. The 
whole point of this whole business was, 
“Had the Government any right to 
|appoint any such official when they 
_knew his political opinions?” The 
| proof of that being the fundamental 
| poiht was that when the Government 
|appointed Sir Antony MacDonnell they 
| knew his political opinions, and were 
careful to hide from the Ulster Union- 
lists, from the House, and the country 
the fact of the special powers thas 
they had given him. Sir Antony 
MacDonnell had been perfectly frank 
and straightforward, and from a_per- 
sonal point of view they had no 
| objection to him; but they objected 
to him because of the fact that he had 
a different way of thinking from them. 
[NATIONALIsT cries of “ He is a Catholic.” | 
Well, of course, that added considerably 
to their objection to him. Sir Antony 
MacDonnell’s opinions were diametrically 
opposite to their own, and he had been 
allowed to use them, and they had a 
right to fight against him. If it was 
originally indefensible on the part of 
the Government to appoint Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, it was surely equally in- 
defensible to keep him in his position 
when one-third of the people of Ireland 
looked upon him with extreme distrust. 
Furthermore, it must be perfectly clear 
to the Government that a country could 
not be ruled properly when a thirl of 
the population, and that not the least 
important third, were thoroughly dis- 
rustful in this matter. Therefore. if 
he could put more pressure on the 
Government to transfer Sir Antony 
MacDonnell to some other position, 
where his abilities could be used for 
the good of the country, he would 
willingly do so. 





He hoped at that moment it 
would be seen that the only mem- 
bers of the Government on _ the 


Front Bench—the Attorney-General and 
the Solicitor-General for England—had 
done more to bring this matter to a head 
than any Member for Ulster: and the 
right hon, Gentleman lately appointed 
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Chief Secretary whose recent action in 
Ireland they had applauded in every way. 
They saw in him a Chief Secretary of 
the type they wanted in Ireland, He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman on the 
Front Bench would convey to the Prime 
Minister the strong feeling that existed 
among Ulster Unionists in the House 
and also in the North of Ireland, for in 
this matter—although they had been 
taunted with being a small body—they 
had behind them one and a quarter millton 
people in the North of Ireland. They 
felt as strongly as they did a year ago 
that the retention of Sir Antony Mac- 


Government 


{COMMONS} 





Donnell in Ireland would only be produc- | 
tive of mischief, and if the Government | 


wished to restore true Unionist opinion 
in the North of Ireland, confidence in 
the Prime Minister and in the Govern- 
ment, they could help to bring about that 
result by sending Sir Antony MacDonnell 
to some other post. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N ) 


opinion that Sir Antony MacDonnell 


of Irdand. 148 


The hon, Gentleman who had just sat 
down invited the Member for South 
Shields to go to Galway and witness the 
lawlessness there. Had the hon. Gentle- 
man never heard of lawlessness in Belfast ? 
Only the other day at Portadown there 
was a magnificent example of law and 
order, undefended Catholics having been 
attacked and one assassinated by one 
of the constituents of the supporters 
of the glorious cause of law and 
order. Then they came to this House 
and for the edification of British 
journals they held up Ireland as a law- 
less country, when as a matter of fact 
there was not in all the world now a 
more crimeless land than Ireland. Was 
it a fact that one of the colleagues of 


|the hon. Gentleman opposite had been 
‘expelled from one of the legitimate 
Orange organisations and had had to 


found a new one 2? 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Whoever 


| states that is telling an absolute lie. 
said the last speaker had advanced the | 


should be expelled from his present | 
position because the majority of Irish | 


Members had supported him and the 
minority were against him. In _ his 
speech the Member: for South Shields 
failed to grasp one important point. 
He said that hon. Gentlemen opposite 


were guided entirely in their conduct | 


in that House and in their discussion 
of Irish questions outside by one desire, 


and that was to secure coercion for their | 


countrymen in Ireland. That was only 
half the truth. There was another 
reason which inspired hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. He thought it was stated 
fairly well by the hon. Member for 
North Antrim when he said this was a 
Government pre-eminently of promises. 
It should have been a Government of 
places as well as of promises, because 
everyone knew that in the whole record 
of the conduct of Irish administration 
for twenty-five years there never was 
a Member of the ioyal minority in this 
House who could not be bought by a 
place, with the exception of the hon. 
Member for South Belfast, and that 
he had no doubt would be considered 
in due course when he was brought into 
the loyal conventicle in the North of 





Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN : “ An absolute 


lie’ is not a very polite expression, 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: Of course I 
did not understand that the hon. Gentle- 
man made the statement himself, but 
that he was basing his remark upon 
something he had heard. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: All I care 
is that the Conservative Association of 
Belfast 





I am not a 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE : 


member of it. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: The Con- 
servative Association which the hon. 
Gentleman reprobates 





Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: I do not 
reprobate it. I am not a member of 
the Belfast Conservative Association. 
I have nothing to connect me with Bel- 
fast. If 1 lived there I should have, 
but the hon. Gentleman has no right to 
say I either approbate or reprobate it. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN said he did 


not suppose that the Conservative Associ- 


Ireland from which he had been expelled. | ation was anything like the House of 


Mr. Charles Craig. 
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Commons. Its approbation or repro- 
bation did not count for very much, but 
his point was that the Conservative 
Association—and surely it was a central 
organisation which the hon. Gentleman 
opposite ought to be a member of if he 
was to guide the fortunes of a little 
minority in this House—was at the 
present time engaged in opposition to 
the Member for South Belfast. Why 
did not the Government now settle 
the Irish question? Nothing was leit 
in the way now but two candidates for 
knighthoods and three candidates for 
County Court Judgeships. Give them the 
knighthoods and County Court Judgeships 
and they would get rid of the Irish ques- 
tion. In view of what had been paid for 
power and peace in other parts of the 
world, it was extraordinary that the 
Government should not create that 
unity in the Ulster Tory Party of 
which so much had been heard. The 
hon. Member for North Antrim did not 
attack Sir Antony MacDonnell nor the 
Chief Secretary for two years. Why was 
that ? The thing was simple enough ; 
he did not attack the Chief Secretary 
because the right hon. Gentleman gave 
him a job, that of unpaid secretary for 
two years, and he did not attack Sir 
Antony MacDonnell because Sir Antony 
MacDonnell was responsible for the zones 
in the Land Act which enabled him 
to ask thirty-one years purchase for his 
land. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: May I say 
that the hon. Gentleman has made 
so many absolute mis-statements that I 
would suggest he should leave me alone. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN said the 
statement put forward by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite was that they represented 
Ulster. He desired to contradict that 
statement point-blank. He denied the 
statement that they represented Protes- 
tant Ulster. What about the Members 
for South Tyrone, Fermanagh, and 
North Down? He took it that the 


Member for South Tyrone was as legiti- 
mate a Protestant, and represented as 
legitimate Protestant opinion as the 
hon. Gentleman who had just spoken, 
and what right had hon. Gentlemen 
opposite to come to that House in order to 
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arouse the religious animosity of those 
opposed to Irish Catholics, and to claim 
that they represented 1,250,000 of 
Protestants which they did not? It 
had been said that the Nationalist Party 
were unreasonable in their demands. 
Here was a sample of the type of men 
who were governing Ireland at the 
present time. They had driven the 
Chief Secretary from office, the man 
who steered the Land Act through the 
House of Commons, which gave thirty- 
one years purchase to one of his followers, 
One of the most brilliant men in the 
Ulster Tory Party had been driven out 
of it because the loyal minority were 
determined to rule and retain in their 
own hands the power which they had 
for so long used against the public weal 
of Ireland. There would be no con- 
ciliation in Ireland while these Gentle- 
men were masters of the situation. 
When they could drive out the Member 
for Dover, and pursue with all the 
ruthlessness of bloodhounds an eminent 
Civil servant of the high qualities and 
great Imperial services of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, who could rule 40,000,000 
of Indian natives, but who they alleged 
was not competent to discharge the 
functions of the Under-Secretary at 
Dublin Castle, the whole matter resolved 
itself into one thing. The hon. Members 
opposite had had the power for years ; 
they had used their power badly, and 
at the present moment the people of 
Ulster were sick to death of them. 


With regard to the Anderson case, they 
had challenged hon. Gentlemen from Ulster 
repeatedly to join them in an appeal to 
the right hon. Gentleman for a full and 
impartial inquiry into this matter, and 
now repeated that challenge. Why did 
not the hon. Gentlemen join them in such 
an appeal? This man was dismissed 
by a tribunal of policemen and rein- 
stated by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover. That was the first 
mistake of the right hon. Gentleman, who 
thought that by capitulating to the 
Ulster Unionist Party the case of Ander- 
son would be ended. But the Ulster 
Members were not thinking of the police- 
man at all. They knew that the shib- 
boleths of the Party, the old cries of the 
Party, had disappeared, and that a better 
They 


fecling was rising in Ireland. 
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hon. Gentleman to capitulate, they went 
back to Ireland and made the case of 
Anderson their war cry. He hoped the 
Chief Secretary would speak in this de- 
bate, and that they would hear from 
him whether it was proposed to discuss 
the case of Anderson again. There 
seemed to be nothing that would satiate 
hon. Members opposite in their desire 
to wreak vengeance on everyone who 
would not submit to their sweet will in 
the Government of Ireland. He asked 
the Chief Secretary. would he stand up 
and vindicate the action of Sir Antony 
MacDonnelland Father O'Hara of the Con- 
gested Districts Board ir this Anderson 
case, or would the right hon. Gentleman, 
if he did not do that, give the country 
an opportunity of finding out the true 
genesis of this case for themselves and, 
enable them to form a judgment of 
whether there was any justice in the 
charge of the hon. Member. 


The right hon. Gentleman was now 
starting on a short period of office in 
Ireland, and he had now a chance 
of doing something for that Union 
of which he was such a_ stout 
champion. The right hon: Gentleman 
had been told that there were but two 


policies for Ireland, the policy of the | 


Goverrment of the majority for the 
minority, and the policy of the Lord- 
Lieutenant, which was government by the 
people for the people. Which would 
the right hon. Gentleman choose ? 
Nothing would satiate the greed of hon. 
Members for Ulster for office. The right 
hon. Member for Dover had given in 
to them on every conceivable occasion ; 
he gave the landlords £12,000,000, and 
they were not satisfied yet; he had 
trusted to the mercy of the Ascendancy 
Party. What did the Ascendancy 
Party mean for Ireland? It meant the 
government of IJreland by Irish men 
who had no Irish sympathies; who did 
not feel the beating pulse of Ireland ; 
who did not understand the wrongs of 
their own country, and who remained 
there not as the English garrison, but as 
an Irish garrison to use the British power 
behind them for their own selfish interests. 
By the fortune of the ballot, hon. Members 


Mr, Joseph Devlin, 


{COMMONS} 


found Anderson in their time of diffi- | 
culty, and having compelled the right | 
What did they do? 
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opposite representing Ulster recently 
secured a private Members night. 
Did they discuss 
the Bann drainage, the financial con- 
dition under which the Queen’s Colleges 
suffered, or the conditions under which the 
Irish labourer had to exist in Ireland ? 
No, they took the question of institu- 


tions and convents. These were the 
statesmen in whose hands was the 
custody of Irish affairs. They had 


never a thought for the welfare or ad- 
vancement of the country of which in 
this House they claimed to be so proud. 
Why did they not use their power for 
the good of Ireland? The Unionist 
cause would have been stronger if they 
had done so, but because of their con- 
bination of stupidity and venality their 
case had gone, while Nationalists had 
established their case for national self- 
government. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) said he 
would not attempt to follow the hon. 
Member who had just sat down, but he 
could not help thinking while he was 
addressing the House of a remark in 
the very eloquent speech of the hon. 
Member for Cork, who said he regretted 
the possibility of the Motion on the Paper 
degenerating into a Party controversy 
and the real subject-matter of the Motion 
not receiving the careful consideration 
of the House. With the Motion he en- 
tirely agreed. It was very simple. It 
desired that further correspondence in 
connection with the wonderful arrange- 
ment made for the Government with 
regard to the position of the Permanent 
Under-Secretary by the Member for 
Dover should be placed on the Table, 
in order that the House and the country 
might be the better able to judge of the 
situation. The hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for South Shields had given the House 
a very earnest and faithful speech— 
a speech which he had no doubt would 
please the majority of his constituents ; 
and for that reason he did not take any 
particular exception to it. But inas- 
much as it contained an incrimination 
of Members on the Ministerial side of 
the House, who as honestly and sincerely 
as he himself endeavoured to represent 
those that sent them to Parliament he 
thought it was certainly not creditable 


coming from a Member of the House. 
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To say that any hon. Member—no matter 
what his politics might be—would as- 
sociate himself with the coercion of his 
fellow-countrymen was unworthy of an 
English gentleman, and more especially 
of a Member of the British House of Com- 
mons. The Leader of the Opposition had 
given a few descriptions of Ulster repre- 
sentatives in that House. He could not 
call the names bitter—they were rather 
amusing, and especially when, as he under- 
stood, the Leader of the Opposition had 
never put himself to the trouble of finding 
out what the real situation in Ulster was 
and what Ulster politics were. Unless 
the right hon. Gentleman wanted them to 
come to the House and do exactly what 
their constituents did not want them to 
do there could be no application in the 
names which had been applied to them. 


Passing from that it was a regrettable 
thing that the shadow of the whole busi- 
ness had had to pass across the political 
platform while the substance of all that 
debate, contention, and misunderstand- 
ing, and all the difficulties that the pre- 
sent Government were in still remained. 
When the correspondence that passed 
between the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover and Sir Antony 
MacDonnell was read, he was he believed 
the first to say that he unreservedly with- 
drew any suggestion or statement he had 


_made against Sir Antony MacDonnell in 


view of that correspondence. In_ his 
opinion the only man in the whole trans- 
action who had had clean hands had 
been Sir Antony MacDonnell. But with 
a Unionist Administration that certainly 
was not and could not—if they were to 
continue to represent the people who 
sent them to Parliament — be accept- 
able to the Ulster Members. Of course, 
if they were to ignore their constituents 
and to tell them that their opinions in 
the House of Commons were not to be 
considered, then he could assure them 
that another body of Gentlemen would be 
sent there in their places, and rightly so, 
just as certainly as the Nationalist Mem- 
bers if they went down into the South 
and West and preached Protestantism 
would be removed and another body of 
(rentlemen substituted for them. It was 
not a question of bowing down to the 
minority in Ireland at all. It was a 
question of public opinion in England. 


'9 May 1905} 


of Ireland. 1414 


The Ulster Members as a _ minority 
would be altogether unsuccessful in 
their efforts to retard the wishes and 
claims of Nationalists if it were 
not for the fact that England and 
Scotland sent a majority to that House 
with equally strong views on _ this 
question of the legislative Union. And 
therefore hon. Members opposite, in- 
stead of saving that the Ulster Members 
were desirous of keeping a majority in 
Ireland under the heel of, or governed by 
“ ascendancy,” would be better occupied 
in educating the peope of England and 
Scotland, and assuring them that the 
only remedy was to send a majority of 
Members to the House of Commons in 
favour of giving Ireland self-government. 
But if they tried their hands at that 
the Ulster Members would give the other 
side of the question, and doubtless with 
as good results as in th: past. But he 
considered that the Ulster Members could 
not dissociate themselves from the pro- 
tests which the Opposition had made. 
He quite agreed that it did seem a little 
inconsistent to agree with a Motion, 
but not to vote for it. He did not object 
to hon. Members opposite holding the 
views they did on Home Rule. What 
he did object to was that they did 
not preach them in their constituencies, 
The Member recently returned for 
Brighton did not preach Home Rule. 
He would not have been returned if he 
had. And the Member for Dorset re- 
cently got up and admitted that he was 
sent there to Parliament to oppose 
Home Rule. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER asked the 
hon. Member to adhere more strictly 
to the terms of the Resolution. 


Mr. SLOAN said he would adhere 
strictly to the Motion, but it would be 
understood by hon. Gentlemen opposite 
that if there was no reply made it was 
not because one could not be given. 
He thought it was a regrettable thing 
that a Civil servant should be attacked 
who was not in a position to defend 
himself because of the office he held. 
He said during the last debate on the 
subject that it would be a blessing for 
the House and the country if the Per- 
manent Under-Secretary was unmuzzl d, 
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and he believed honestly that if the Per- | 
manent Under-Secretary was unmuzzled, | 


and allowed to defend himself, the revela- 
tions would be given which this Motion 
demanded, He was not satisfied that 
there were. not other matters which that 


House and the country ought to know. | 


No man who had followed the course 


of proceedings since the two letters were | 


read could have any other conviction. 


He could not understand why the right | 


hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover 
had had to retire because of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell’s indefensible conduct while 
Sir Antony MacDonnell remained where 
he was. Why was Lord Dudley still at 
Dublin Castle 2 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER: Why 
is the Prime Minister in office 2 


Mr. SLOAN: As he said in the North 
of Treland, the 
much reason to resign as the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dover. Hon, 
Gentlemen opposite might think they 
had made a point, but it was his honest 
belief that the Prime Minister who 
acquiesced in the appointment of Sir 
Antony MacDonnell and who understood 
the whole arrangement—and Lord Dudley, 
who was quite competent to judge 
whether Sir Antony MacDonnell had 
violated one of the principles under which 
he took the appointment—that the three 
men should go or the three should remain. 
There was no other conclusion that could 
honestly be come to, and he was not 
going to allow his conscience to be stifled 
in the matter. 
had been done to the Member for Dover, 
and if in the interests of his Party he 
had sacrificed his position and endangered 
his political reputation he was more to be 
pitied than laughed at, and that House 
was perfectly right in receiving him with 
sympathetic cheers. But the late Chief 
Secietary was not in his place. He would 
hike to reply to him with regard to the 
criticisms made about Constable Ander- 
son, but all that had been ruled out of 
order, and the Deputy-Speaker had told 
him that he must adhere strictly to the 
Motion. 


Mr. Sloan. 
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Prime Minister had as_ 


He thought an injustice | 
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Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): That case 
has been gone into at considerable length 
and there was no call to order. 


Mr. SLOAN: The Deputy - Speaker 
had distinctly told him that he was to 
adhere strictly to the Motion. If he 
|adhered strictly to the Motion he could 
not discuss the Answer. And he wanted 
to know when the right hon. Member got 
that information from the Deputy- 
Speaker. 


Mr. DILLON: I got the information 
by sitting here and listening to the whole 
debate. It is part of the information 
which the Moticn demands. 


*Mr. DEPUTY - SPEAKER: The 
Motion relates to the policy and proceed- 
ings of the Irish Government, and that is 
one of the proceedings. 


Mr. SLOAN, continuing, said the hon. 
| Member for East Mayo demanded in the 
House an inquiry into the whole of 
the Anderson case. The hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh was in tie 
House at the time, and both he and the 
hon. and gallant Member said they did 
not object toan inquiry. He, personally, 
was as anxious for an inquiry into that 
case as in the other matter. The first 
information that there was a charge 


against Anderson was given to Sir Antony” 


MacDonnell by Father Denis O'Hara at 
the Congested Districts Board’s meeting. 
That was admitted in debate, and to say 
that the hon. and gallant Member for 
North Armagh held a pistol at his head 
was inaccurate. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Asa matter 
of fact, the hon. and gallant Member for 
North Armagh made that statement in 
the House. 


Mr. SLOAN said in that case he would 
apologise. With regard to the letter 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover wrote, in which he said 
he would see Lord George Hamilton and 
see that the Press took special notice of 
the great administrative powers of Sir 

_Antony MacDonnell, he wished to know 
| what control any Government had overthe 


| Press, [An Hon. MemBer: ‘“ That isan 
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absurd question.” ] What this practically 
amounted to was that there was a secret 
conspiracy going on in the Government 
in regard to the appointment of the 
Under-Secretary, and in order that the 
country should not be made aware of the 
attitude of the Government, the Press, and 
particularly the Unionist Press, was to 
take up the cause of the Permanent 
Under-Secretary. His constituents had 
great distrust of the Government in 
regard to the appointment of the present 
Permanent Under-Secretary and _ the 
scheme of devolution. He assured the 
House that it was his strong desire to see 
this Motion carried, for nothing would 
give him greater pleasure tian to see the 
blame put upon the right shoulders. If 
Sir Antony MacDonnell had been made 
the victim in this matter, then it was the 
duty of this or any other Government to 
take the responsibility and not to stand 
upon an indefensible platform. They 
ought to place before the House and the 
country the whole transaction in order 
that they might honestly be able to judge 
and inform their constituents in regard to 
the mis-statements which had been made, 
and made on account of the insufficiency 
of the information placed at their dis- 
posal. He was not so sure that the Chic 
Secretary would comply with the demand 
which had been made, but he trusted that 
they would have a distinct statement 
from the Prime Minister that if there 
was any further correspondence upon this 
question it should be laid on the Table; 
and if there was not any other correspon- 
dence then the right hon. Gentleman 
ought to point out where the action of 
Sir Antony MacDonnell had been inde- 
fensible, because he really could not see 
how a man fulfilling his own terms could 
have his policy described as indefensible. 
That being so, he associated himself 
entirely with the Motion before the 
House, which he trusted would have the 
desired effect. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) thought 
the attack which had been made upon a 
most distinguished Civil servant was a 
most serious matter. He had listened to 
the long speeches which had been made 
upon this subject, and he could not dis- 
cover that the slightest case had been 
made out against Sir Antony MacDonnell. 
Why should Sir Antony’s name be dragged 
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into their quarrels in the House of Com: 
mons? The rule in such matters was to 
attack the Government through the Chief 
Secretary or the Attorney-General for 
Treland, but in this case a mean attempt 
had been made to stab in the back aman 
whose great services to the Empire ought 
to have been sufficient to protect him from 
the attack which had been made upon him. 
When he studied this vote of censure he 
found that it contained no expression of 
regret. It was simply a request for infor- 
mition as to the proceedings of the [rish 
Government and the circumstances ante- 
cedent and subsequent to the appointment 
of Sir Antony MacDonnell. Information 
was badly wanted on those points. It 
was wanted because of the misrepresenta- 
tion which the Prime Minister and some 
of his supporters had been carrying on in 
the country in regard to the attitude 
of Parties on this question. Accord- 
ing to those misrepresentations the 
Conservative Party had got a most 
anxious feeling as to the policy the 
Liberals would introduce in regard to 
Treland if they came into office. Accord- 
ing to their story, the Liberals would in- 
troduce a policy of violence xnd disruption 
which would re-act injuriously on the 
Empire, and, on the other hand, it was 
suggested that the Conservative Party 
were the safe Party who had done nothing, 
who had allowed Ireland to stew in its own 
juice, and who, if they continued in office, 
would protect the great interests entrusted 
to their charge. That was one of the 
most extraordinary misrepresentations 
ever thrust on the country. 


There was misrepresentation in re- 
gard to Sir Antony MacDonnell himself. 
One would think that Sir Antony 
MacDonnell had been discovered three 
months ago, that he came into Ire- 
land last February, and that the At- 
torney-General for Ireland and the 
Solicitor-General for England at once 
began to attack him. It was not until 
to-day that the country had been 
sufficiently reminded that Sir Antony had 
been three years in Ireland. There was 
nothing new in the policy he had intro- 
duced. Ue did not think it was fair or 
true to charge Sir Antony MacDonnell 
with being the father of the policy which 
had been attributed to him; he did not 
introduce any policy in Ireland. The 
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policy to which hon. Gentlemen opposite 
objected carried them further back than 
three years ago. Perhaps the House 
would like to know the actual source of 
this policy inIreland. He had an extra- 
ordinary document there which would 
enable him to recall it to the attention 
of the House. It was a Whip issued 
about eight years ago in the following 
terms— 

“House of Gommons. Irish Agricultural 
Rating. Very Important! It has been ar- 
ranged that Ways and Means shall be the first 
order on Monday, May 6th, 1897, and that 
Mr. Knox shall move his Resolution demanding 
for Irish agricultural ratepayers the same 
measure of relief given to English ratepayers. 
We believe that in this matter Irishmen of all 
sections are unanimous, whatever may be their 
views on wider questions connected with finan- 
cial relations.” 

Amongst those who signed that Whip 
was the present Attorney-General for 
England, and he regarded it as one of 
the most creditable things the hon. and 
learned Gentleman had ever done. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer of the day 
refused to have anything to do with the 
request made by hon. Members from 
Ireland, and the hon. and _ learned 
Gentleman got up and fired into the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. Almost 
every speaker on the opposite side cf 
the House supported the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, and there was not a single 
speaker to say a word on behalf of the 
position the Government had taken up. 
At half-past ten the Government saw 
they must surrender and they sent out Mr. 
Goschen with a flag of peace. A promise 
was given that something would be done 
in the direction the hon. and learned 
Gentleman desired. 


*Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 
Gentleman is referring to a debate which 
has no reference to this Motion. 


Mr. LOUGH said he had finished with 
tl nat. 
pose of showing the origin of the policy 
which had been carried on by the Govern- 
ment ever since in Ireland. The conces- 
sion then wrung from the Government 
had led to a series of reforms of greater 
magnitude than any that House had 
ever passed on behalf of the country. 
These reforms were carried on for four or 
five years until it became necessary ‘o 
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get some one to help the Government to 
carry them through. The Government 
looked about for the best administrator, 
and it was owing to the necessity of 
getting a strong man that Sir Antony 
MacDonnell was introduced. The Govern- 
ment policy included first of all the ques- 
tion of Irish land. There were Irish 
Land Bills in 1901 and 1902, but they 
both failed. It was not till Sir Antony 
MacDonnell came along with his practi- 
cal suggestions that the Government were 
enabled to carry through the Bill of 1903. 
That measure was working successfully. 
Sir Antony Macdonnell was supposed to 
be responsible for the introduction of 
financial reforms in Ireland. It was not 
so. ‘The House and the Government were 
responsible, and principles had been ad- 
mitted by the Government with regard to 
finance, no doubt with Sir Antony’s full 
approval, which carried them a long way 
in the reform of Irish government. 
Three Chancellors of the Exchequer 
during the past few years had sanctioned 
the principle that all ec :nomies that 
could be effected in Irish finance would 
accrue to the benefit of the Iris people. 
The principle had also been accepted for 
ten years by both sides of the House that 
if any money was conceded to Great 
Britain a grant should be made to Ireland 
in the same proportion, although not used 
for the same purpose there. These were 
great reforms, but it was necessary when 
large sums were taken from the control 
of the House to have some other control 
in Ireland, and progress had been made 
in that direction. An Agricultural Board 
had been set up in Ireland and it largely 


| controlled finance of which that House 
| had no control whatever. 


The Develop- 
ment Grant had been carried, and the 
object was to take away from the 
Treasury at Whitehall control of this 
Irish finance. These were principles on 


| which they were proceeding at the present 


( time in Ireland, and Sir Antony Mac- 
He mentioned it only for the pur- | : 


Donnell was not responsible for them at 
all. He thought it was most ungrateful 
that a most capable public servant who 
was introduced to help the Government 
in their policy, should be subjected to 
unworthy attacks in that House. 


Another proceeding in Ireland was the 
reduction of the police force. That was 
by far the most striking and dramatic 
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thing which had been done in Ireland, 
perhaps, for fifty years. If the present 
system of reducing the police force con- 
tinued for a few years, the Royal Irish 
Constabulary would have disappeared 
altogether. Sir Antony MacDonnell was 
not responsible for this. 
Government that was doing it, and in 
this whole field of reform it was the 
Government who were responsible and 
not the Under-Secretary, on whom the 
Prime Minister had meanly tried to place 
the responsibility for the policy which he 
himself ought properly to regard as his 
own. 


Government 


He did not believe anybody knew what 
a tremendous sheaf of legislation for Ire- 
land this Government had put through. 
Sixty-two Acts had been passed since 
1846, among the most important carried 
since the Act of Union, touching every 
sphere of Irish government, and if any- 
one asked him to say what was the prin- 
ciple underlying those Acts, he should say, 
although the form was different the prin- 
ciple was the same as that which animated 
the late Mr. Gladstone with regard to his 
policy towards Ireland—first to buy out 
the landlords and then to extend self- 
government. The present Government had 
done much towards that. Summed upin 
a single sentence, this Government had 
been trying to do in fifteen years what Mr. 
Gladstone tried to effect in fifteen months. 
They had been ten years carrying out 
these gigantic reforms in Ireland. The 
Government had carried out their policy 
both of administration and legislation in 
Ireland very skilfully, but the Opposition 
had also done their part. Never until 
the last few years had the Irish question 
not been treated as a Party question, 
The Liberals had supported the Govern- 
ment all through in these great measures. 
He had supported the present Prime 
Minister as loyally, with regard to Ire- 
land, for the last ten years as he supported 
Mr. Gladstone in trying to carry out his 
reforms in the previous Parliament, and 
although he was known as an opponent 
of the present Government, he had 
assisted them in their Irish policy in 
every way. That was why Liberals felt 
the extraordinary situation raised by the 
Government now of trying to repudiate 
their past and trying to appeal ag:in to 


that bad feeling of hatred to the Irish, | 
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which no doubt was strongly rooted in 
this country. 


of Ireland, 


The attack upon Liberals in con- 
nection with this matter had been 
most undeserved. For ten years, at any 
rate, their conduct had been everything 
that anyone could desire it should be. 
They had not put any obstacle in the 
way of the Government. Many of the 
great measures could have been com- 
pletely wrecked if the Leader of the 
Opposition or any important body on 
the Opposition side had desired to do so, 
but there was no such desire. It was 
therefore very ungrateful of the right 
hon. Gentleman that he should attack 
Liberals on what he supposed to be their 
unconstitutional attitude with regard to 
Ireland. Hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
also acting in an ungrateful spirit in say- 
ing that immediately the Liberals came 
into office it would be necessary to make 
the Irish question a Party question once 
more. 


An appeal was lately made from 
a quarter which they all expected for 
the Liberal leaders to say what they 
would not do if they came into power 
with regard to Ireland. He would 
strongly advise any right hon. friend of 
his not todo so. They could never be 
sure what they would do with regard to 
Ireland. The whole path of Trish” legisla- 
tion was strewn with the broken promises 
of great men. He would remind the 
House of pledges given even by Mr. 
Gladstone in 1881 and 1882, Mr. 
Gladstone spoke of “wading through 
rapine to the dismemberment of the 
Empire,” and shortly afterwards he 
proposed Home Rule. The late Lord 
Salisbury said county government was a 
worse thing than Home Rule. Neverthe- 
less in the present Parliament the late 
Lord Salisbury was responsible for giving 
county government in Ireland. ‘The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham said land purchase 
was more dangerous than Home Rule, 
and that the rents would have to be 
collected at the points of English 
bayonets. Yet the right hon. Gentleman 
had supported the Irish Land Purchase 
Act, and the rents had never been 
collected at the bayonet point. Every 
pledge given with regard to Ireland had 
been broken, and the s f+ thing for any 
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Government to do was to go on quietly | 
as the present Prime Minister had gone | 
on. The-Prime Minister had suggested | 
reforms, and when they had secured the | 
approval of the Irish Party he had put 
them through as quietly as he could. 


Government 


The right hon. Gentleman the Member | 


for Dover said one reason why he 
abandoned the policy of devolution was 
that it had not been supported by hon. 
Gentlemen below the gangway on this 
side and because it did not command the 
support of any large section in Ireland. 
That was hardly a fair thing to say. 
The thing was not brought forward 
seriously; it was never embodied in a 
Bill. He thought the repudiation of 
devolution or forward progress with 
regard to Irish policy was not due to any 
defects in the policy itself but to the 
exigencies in which the Government was 
placed with regard to British matters, 
and if the Prime Minister could see his 
way to five years more office he would 
see his way to other reforms in Ireland 
which would go far to satisfy the aspira- 
tions of the Irish people. He desired to 
thank the Government for the great work 
which had been done on behalf of Ireland 
during the last ten years. It was the 
greatest pity that this turn should be given 
to the question at this time, but, after all, 
the progress of matters in Ireland rested 
not with the Conservatives or Liberals, 
but with Members below the gangway, 
and so long as they continued to protest 
against the injustice with which Ire- 
land had been treated and to express 
the determination to win complete con- 
trol over their own affairs, there would 
be no course open to either Party in this 
House except progress along the road 
that would satisfy those demands. 


Me. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) said 
the debate would give very little satis- 
faction to any one except those who were 
the enemies of the Union. The Member for 
Dover fell into the grip of a strong man, 
and it would always be a mystery to 
many of them how he was allowed to 
come under the influence of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, and how Sir Antony, 
able and honest though he undoubtedly 
was, but opposed to every principle 
which lay at the foundation of the 
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Unionist Party, was ever allowed to 
occupy the office he did. 


And, it being ‘half-past Seven of the 
| clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
| this Evening’s sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


GOVERNMENT OF IRELAND. 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [9th May], ‘“ That, 
in view of recent events in Ireland, and 
the revelations which caused the re- 
signation of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Dover, it is in the highest 
degree desirable, in the public interest, 
that the correspondence and other 
information necessary to enable the 
House of Commons and the country to 
form a judgment on the policy and 
proceedings of the Irish Government, 
connected with and subsequent to the 
appointment of Sir Antony MacDonnell, 
be communicated to Parliament.”—(S r 
H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Question again proposed. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT, continuing his 
speech, said this debate could give no 
true satisfaction to any believer in the 
Unionist cause. The only satisfaction it 
could give was to the Members of the 
Nationalist Party and to that section of 
the Liberal Party that still believed in 
Home Rule. He hoped there was reason 
to believe that that section of the Liberal 
Party which still believed in Home Rule 
was lessening in numbers. A_ large 
section of that Party was now shaking 
itself free from Home Rule, but the Leader 
of the Opposition still clung to separation 
in its boldest form. When they were 
asked why the Ulster Members were not 
going to vote for this Motion, their answer 
was that it was because they had no faith 
in the Leader of the Opposition and that 
section of the Party opposite to which he 
belonged. Althoughtheyhad been accused 
by the Nationalist Party of being a foolish 
Party, at all events they were not foolish 
enough to jump from the frying-pan into 
the fire. So long as the nominal Leader 
of the Opposition persisted in believing 
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in the old shibboleth of Home Rule, so 
long could they give him no definite sup- 
port. 

They were all only too familiar with 
the sad history that had led up to this 
debate. The right hon. Member for 
Dover, than whom few Members of the 
House had more brilliant gifts, had been 
led astray by the brilliancy of those 
gifts until he dreamed of an _ ideal 
for Ireland that never could be realised. 
He allowed sentimentality to govern 
his rule in Ireland, especially during 
the later months of his career in 
Ireland, rather than common-sense. In 
order to conciliate the Nationalist Party 
ne adopted as a colleague an avowed and 
opea Nationalist. Sir Antony MacDonnell, 
they all admitted, was a strong man and 
was, they all believed, an honest man. He 
had done great service to the Empire in 
India, and none were more ready to con- 
ced» that than the Ulster Members. But 
his views were absolutely opposed to 
every principle that lay at the very 
foundation of the Irish Unionist Party. 
That, it seemed to him, justified the 
iction of the Ulster Members in ab- 
staining from voting in the debate. It 
would ever be a mystery why Sir Antony 
MacDonnell was appointed by a Unionist 
Government, holding. as he did, views 
diamet ‘ally opposed to all the principles 
of the Unionist Party. It was a mystery 
to him why Sir Antony MacDonnell was 
allowed to go on as Under-Secretary under 
the new Chief Secretary. He believed 
that every Member of the Irish Unionist 
Party believed thoroughly in the new 
Chief Secretary. They believed he had 
both courage and sympathy and was free 
from sentiment and sentimentality. But 
he could have no lasting success—and 
this was the meaning of their protest, 
to-day and of their continued protest 
until the reason for it was removed—un- 
less he was served by loyal servants. 
Dublin was 500 miles from London, and, 
in the words of the hon. Member 
for Cork, the real power lay with 
the Under-Secretary in Ireland. It 
was because of their experience of 
the (Government of Ireland durinz 
the last two years that they would be 
compelled, although loyal supporters of 
the Government for the last thirty years, 
to abstain from voting in the division on 
this debate. 
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Mr. DILLON said that on the 20th 
February last the House of Commons was 
told by the hon. Member for Greenwich 
that the whole of the facts connected 
with this monstrous case were before the 
House and the country, and that they 
had nothing to do but to form their 
judgment. The First Lord of the Treas- 
ury stated that he saw no reason why 
the correspondence which had taken 
place between Sir Antony MacDennell 
and the Member for Dover shoull be 
published, and he thought the whole 
incident might be now consigned to 
oblivion. On the 22nd of February 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford moved the adjournment of the 
House upon the subject and the House 
then had communicated to them the 
most remarkable correspondence which 
had ever taken place in connection with 
the government of Ireland for the last 
quarter of a century, but even alter that 
correspondence was published the whole 
matter was left in a condition cf mystery 
and the House had been driven painfully 
and laboriously to grope its way towards 
the facts. Confusion was rendered worse 
confounded by the fact that on the 6th 
of March the resignation of the right hon. 


Member for Dover was communicated 
to the House. The right hon. Gentle- 


man the Member for Dover had on the 
previous 21st and 22nd of February, 
with his usual eloquence and superb 
command of language, addressed the 
House in justification of his action, 
and had proved, at any rate to the satis- 
faction of his own Party, that his hands 
were clean so far as that unclean thing 
devolution was concerned. The right 
hon. Gentleman in two long speeches 
informed the House that he had had 
nothing to say to such proposals, that the 
moment he became aware that such 
proposals were contemplated by Lord 
Dunraven, and before he knew that 
the Under-Secretary had anything to 
do with them he took a step which was 
exceedingly unusual on the part of a 
Cabinet Minister. He wrote to The 
Times and repudiated those proposals 
for devolution. Those were the main 
particulars connected with this transac- 
tion, and the next they heard of it 
was the resignation of the right hon. 
Member for Dover. The House had 


listened that afternoon to the explanation 
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of the right hon. Member for Dover, 
who they were all glad to see restored 
to health, with great sympathy and eager 
curiosity. Their curiosity was not 
satisfied, for the reason that the right hon. 
Gentleman made in no sense any explana- 
tion as to why he resigned, and the House 
of Commons with regard to that matter 
was as much in the dark as ever it had 
been. Why, if the right hon. Gentleman 
resigned after he had proved that he had 
nothing to do with the scheme of devolu- 
tion, did his two colleagues, who had 
never denied their part of the transaction, 
remain in the Irish Government. The 
Lord-Lieutenant had stated that he was 
with Lerd Dunraven and Sir Antony 
MacDonnell in this matter, and that the 
programme of Lord Dunraven was drawn 
up with his approval. Why, then, did 
the Lord-Lieutenant and Sir Antony 
MacDonnell remain in the Government 
of Ireland when the Chief Secretary had 
resigned ? 


When they came to the details 
of this extraordinary and monstrous 
transaction there were many Questions 
that had not yet been answered, but 
to which the House of Commons was 
entitled to an Answer. In the first place, 
in a letter addressed to Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell on December 26th, 1902, the 
then Irish Secretary the right hon. Mem- 
ber for Dover said— 

“TI ciphered the purport of your letter to 
the Prime Minister and received his concurrence 
ly telegram and by letter this morning.” 

They all remembered the purport of 
that letter. That was the letter by Sir 
Antony MacDonnell in which he set 
forth the conditions on which he would 
accept office. The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland and Lord Lansdowne sought him 
out, and, despite his own misgivings, 
persuaded Sir Antony MacDonnell to 
accept the Under - Secretaryship, and 
the right hon. Member for Dover 
said he was deeply grateful to Sir 


Antony MacDonnell for coming to 
his rescue. Sir Antony MacDonnell 


accepted the office forced upon him 
upon certain conditions — one was the 
settling of the question of University 
education in Ireland on lines acceptable 
to the majority of the Irish people, and 
another was that he was to set to work 
to arrange for the co-ordination and 
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control of all the Departments of Irish 
Government. The letter containing those 
conditions was ciphered to the Prime 
Minister, and the Prime Minister con- 
curred with them. There could be no 
doubt of that, because the letter of the 
Chief Secretary was written on the morn- 
ing after he had received the letter from 
the Prime Minister confirming the ap- 
pointment. The House ought to see the 
letter and the telegram from the Prime 
Minister, because, according to that 
letter, the Prime Minister was a party 
to the whole policy, and there was no 
conceivable reason why the Member for 
Dover should be driven from office and 
the Prime Minister should remain. The 
Prime Minister’s letter, which formed an 
integral part of the correspondence, 
should be produced. It cculd only be 
withheld for the purpose of sheltering 
the Prime Minister. 


Sir Antony MacDonnell was sent to 
Ireland for many purposes: he was 
sent te end the policy of coercion and 
to administer a policy of conciliation ; 
he was sent to Ireland to settle the 
land question ; and to settle the question 
of higher University education on lines 
acceptable to the majority of the 
Irish people. He set to work on the 
matter as soon as the Land Act was 
passed, and entered into negotiations 
with people in Belfast, and offered 
Trinity College a further endowment 
of £10,000 if they would consent to 
a settlement of the University question 
on those lines. Then in January, 1904, 
Lord Dunraven’s letter appeared, sketch- 
ing out a plan for the settlement of the 
University question, and when it was 
remembered that Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell, with the authority of the Prime 
Minister, had been going round making 
terms and offering vast sums of money 
for the settlement of the University 
question on certain lines laid down 
in Lord Dunraven’s letter, it was absurd 
to contend that the Irish people were 
not justified in believing that Lord 
Dunraven’s letter embodied the Govern- 
ment proposals. What was their amaze- 
ment, then, to hear the Prime Minister 
declare that he knew nothing of the 
negotiations which had been proceeding 
on this subject. That declaration made 
a very large demand on their credulity, 
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and he, for one, declined to accept it. | little light on the subject of the 
The University question sharply divided missing letter written to him by Sir 
public opinion in Ireland, just as much Antony MacDonnell between the issue 
as the question, of devolution. Why, | of the first and second manifestoes of the 
then, were the negotiations with regard Reform Association. The first mani- 
to the foremost question allowed to pass | festo was issued on the 30th August , 
unchallenged by the Cabinet while the | 1904, and shortly after that Sir Antony 
action of the Under-Secretary in refer- | MacDonnell wrote a letter to the right 
ence to devolution was condemned. It hon. Gentleman stating that he was en- 
was admitted that the Prime Minister gaged with Lord Durnaven in drawing up 
was a party to the sending of Sir|a scheme of this character. Now that 
Antony MacDonnell to Ireland with letter was vitally important. The right 
special powers to settle and reorga- hon. Member for Dover, in a previous 
nise a system of Trish government, and debate, admitted that he received the 
vet they were asked to believe that letter, but he said he had lost it, and 
for two years during which the subject could not recall its terms. Yet the right 
was continually discussed w'ith Lord hon. Member had added— 
Dunraven neither the Member for Dover ‘‘If that letter could be recovered the last 
nor the Prime Minister took the trouble | cloud of suspicion would be dissipated.” 
to ascertain what were the lines on which 
Sir Antony MacDonnell was proceeding) How could he say that when he 
in pursuance of that object. They were could not remember the letter or 
asked to believe that having sent a anything in it? The letter was indeed 
special agent to Treland to carry out the 2 link in the chain which was of 
work of reorganisation, and the subject most vital importance, and it acquired 
hiving been continually discussed be- | additional importance in connection with 
tween the right hon. Member for Dover, | the proposed formation of a new political 
Lord Dunraven, and Sir Antony Mac- | Party. It would be remembered that 
Donnell, neither the Member for Dover When the right hon. Gentleman landed 
nor the Prime Minister even took the !" England after having been abroad he 
trouble to ascertain what plan was pro- | suddenly took up The Times and dis- 
posed. It was still move extrao dinary covered in it the second manifesto, 
to have it suggested that they had not 12 which the new financial board and 
made up their minds as to the line on the new statutory body for purposes 
which the reorganisation should pro- | 0% legislation were set forth, and that he 
ceed. It was incredible that the House ‘instantly felt impelled to write to that 
should be told that Sir Antony Mac- | ewspaper condemning the proposals 
Donnell was sent to Treland two 2nd dissociating himself from them. 
and a-half years ago on a_ special | But why should the right hon. Gentle- 
mission to reorganise the whole system | ™an repudiate the manifesto if, as he had 
of government in Ireland and up to) said, he had then not the faintest idea 
this hour the Government were un. that the Under-Secretary had anything 
able to say upon what lines the re- to do with the drafting of it? The right 
organisation was intended to be carried | hon. Gentleman’s story did not hang well 
out. They were asked to believe that | together. It all showed the immense 
this great wise Imperial Ministrs—the importance of the missing letter. If 
ouly Ministry, as they declared, fit to | the right hon. Gentleman did not know 
govern this great Empire—had, in deal- that Sir Antony MacDonnell was mixed 
ing with a country so difficult to deal Up in the scheme, what object had he in 
with as Ireland, sent a special mission to Writing to T he Times. Who made him 
reorganise its government without hav- Lord Dunraven’s keeper ? What right had 
ing made up their own minds what he to say to Lord Dunraven, “ You shall 
changes they intended to introduce. It ot propose devolution”? The matter 
was incredible, was still full of mystery and required 
further explanation. He had been grop- 
Now he came to another question. ing about for some key to the business 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member and he thought he had found it in the 
for Dover in his short statement threw proposal made in the autumn of 1903 
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to form a new political Party in Ireland. 
He held that they were entitled to the 
details of that proposal, and what were 
tie relations of the Chief Secretary and 
his Under-Secretary to the project. He 
would like to recall to the memory of 
tie House a statement made by Lord 
Dunraven on the subject. He said— 


“ As is very natural, [ had many long con- 
versations with Mr. George Wyndham and 
with Sir Antony MacDonnell on all kinds of 
subjects and topics connected with Ireland— 
not conversations with the Chief Secretary or 
Under-Secretary, but perfectly informal con- 
versations and talks with Mr. Wyndham and 
Sir Antony MacDonnell. Among other subjects 
we have often discussed ... and the possi- 
bility in fact of creating anything like a Moderate 
Central Party ...I thought it perfectly 
useless to start or to help to create a Moderate 
Party on a purely academic basis. I thought 
it absolutely essential to have a positive, con- 
structive, democratic policy—the policy which 
has been wrought out in our proposals for 
devolution. On those ideas, broadly speaking, 
I have talked over and over again both with 
Mr. Wyndham and Sir Antony MacDonnell. . . . 
My impression also was that Mr. Wyndham 
saw no particular objection to a general scheme 
of administrative reform proposed by perfectly 
independent and private individuals being 
put forward for public criticism and discussion. 
I remember very well having conversations 
with Mr. Wyndham and Sir Antony MacDonnell, 
not on any particular scheme or idea, but on 
the subject of a Moderate Party generally, 
and it was suggested—I do not remember by 
whom—that Sir Antony MacDonnell should 
invite some gentlemen to meet me who might 
be useful to me in forming the nucleus of such 
a Party. That idea was abandoned. I have 
a letter from Sir Antony MacDonnell dated 
October, 1903, in which he says: ‘I have 
been thinking over our conversation of the 
other day.’ He abandoned the idea of asking 
the gentlemen to meet me, because, as he 
writes: ‘the business would speedily become 
known, and it would be said that Lord Dun- 
raven was forming a new Irish Party.” To 
that Sir Antony MacDonnell did not 
see any particular objection; but he went on to 
s1y, ‘if the first meeting were held in my house 
or at my invitation everyone would say that 
Mr. Wyndham was a prime mover in the 
business. Any help I can give I shall be happy 
to give by supplying you with facts and in- 
formation, but I think, and in this Mr. Wynd- 
ham, to whom I have spoken, agrees with me, 
it is better I should not appear prominently or 
even to the extent of inviting men to meet 


you.’”” 





In other words, the Chief Secretary 
agreed that the Under-Secretary should 
give the Irish Reform Association all 
the assistance in his -power provided 
he was not found out. But the Chief 
Secretary and the Under-Secretary were 
found out, owing to the loyal co-opera- 
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tion of their colleagues the Attorney- 
General for Ireland and the Solicitor- 
General. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE. Hear, hear! 


They were perfectly loyal. 


Mr. DILLON said that might be the 
hon. Gentleman’s idea of loyalty, but 
it was not his idea of loyalty that one 
member of a Government or Party 
should spy upon a colleague. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL — For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkrxson, Londonderry, 
N.). If the hon. Gentleman refers to 
me as having spied on the proceedings 
of a colleague, I utterly repudiate the 
transaction. I had no idea who was 
at the bottom of this devolution scheme. 


I denounced that scheme, and I have. 


nothing whatever to retract from my 
criticism. 


THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. James Camppett, Dub- 
lin University): I say that the sugges- 
tion that either my right hon. friend 
or I have spied on the right hon. Member 
for Doveris unworthy, and one for 
which there is not the shadow of a foun- 
dation. Until the disclosures in the 
House I had no knowledge that my 
right hon, friend the Member for Dover 
had anything to do with the devolution 
scheme. 


Mr. DILLON said he had not re- 
ferred to the Solicitor-General for Ire- 
land, but to the much more distinguished 
person—the Solicitor-General for Eng- 
land. He repeated that the Attorney- 
General for Ireland and the English 


Solicitor-General did spy upon their 
colleague. 
Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The 


right hon. Gentleman has repudiated 
the suggestion, and I think the hon. 
Member should withdraw it. 


Mr. DILLON: I will withdraw the 
word “spying” if the Attorney-General 
takes exception to it, but if he had no 
suspicion, why did he go to the North 
of Ireland and raise an outcry for a re- 
velation as to who was at the bottom 
of the scheme? But what about the 
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Solicitor-General for 
throwing aside all the ties that bind 
gentlemen in a Government together, 
went to a meeting in order to denounce 
a Civil servant ? Where did he get the 
knowledge from which enabled him to 
do that ? 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE. Everybody 
knew it in Ireland. 


Mr. DILLON: Everybody knew it 
except the two innocent law officers of the 
Crown! Why, they had not even a sus- 
picion! They in the Castle did not 
know what all Ireland knew. That was 
rather an unfortunate interruption, and 
he repeated that the Solicitor-General 
for England was guilty of a most scandal- 
ous breach of traditions of honour in his 
treatment of his colleague. If such 
action were persisted in no Government 
could hold long together. As it was, he 
had succeeded in driving out of political 
life for the time being the Member for 
Dover against whom he declared war, 
and in doing so he had set an example 
which few Ministers in this country would 
care tc follow. 

He would recur to the question of the 
formation of the new Party. Where was 
the need for secrecy ? All the proceedings 
in connection with the Land Conference 
were carried out in the light of day, but 
the fact that in his letter Lord Dunraven 
laid stress on the fact that the hon. 
Member for Dover felt it necessary 
to maintain secrecy showed that the whole 
of this transaction was of a nature of a 
political intrigue. The object was to 
break up Parties in Ireland and to start 
«new Party. Here was the hon. Mem- 
ber for Dover’s ..ccount of it— 

“Not this year—but in the year 1903, just 
after the Land Act had been passed—at a 
time when Lord Dunraven received the com- 
pliments he had earned from all sections of 
opinion. ... It was at that time that Lord 
Dunraven came to me and discussed the chances 
and prospects of a Moderate Party in 
Ireland. ... : And still [ am = in favour, 
if it were possible... of Lord Dunraven 
er any one else forming a Moderate Party in 
the centre or South of Ireland.” 

And then, alluding to a published 
article of Lord Dunraven’s which was 
the result of these conferences, the hon. 
Member for Dover says— 

“He” (Lord Dunraven) ‘speaks of land 
purchase, of education, of the condition of 
the people, of the Jabourers, of fiscal reform.” 
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And efter that he asks, in heavily 
leaded type— 

“ How is further co-operation practicable ?” 

And the article goes on to say— 

“The questions enumerated — sufficiently 
prove the existence of a vast field on which 
the efforts of all men of all creeds, classes, and 
politics can be profitably employed.” 

The hon. Member for Dover adds— 

‘{[ agree with every word of that.” 

All this had reference, not to the 
c)-operation of individuals or Parties, 
but to the formation of a new Party. 
Now what he would like to know 
was, what was to be the programme 
of that new Party, and out of what 
elements was it proposed to con- 
struct it. 


There was another question which 
required explanation. Why was Sir 
Antony MacDonnell censured by the 
Cabinet ¢ What had he done to justify 
that censure ? Was he warned _ before- 
hand that his conduct was going to 
be considered- and did he submit any 
defence, and, 1f so, would that defence be 
produced ? Again, what was Sir 
Antony's present position? Had the 
attacks on him ceased? He had been 
made the subject of one of the most cruel 
and scandalous libels ever made upon a 
public servant. Had that been dropped ¢ 
The Orange Party had sworn by all their 
gods—il they recognised any gods— 
that they would not abate one jot or one 
tittle of their hos ility to the present 
Government until Sir Antony’s sealp had 
been handed over to them! The old dis- 
graceful weapon had been brought out 
again that night. They had again heard 
of Constable Anderson. Hon. Members 
opposite never tried to help the Nation- 
alists in getting a full public imvestiga- 
tion into that case. They only said ther 
had no objection. Never against a ser- 
vant of the Crown had so brutal and 
calumnious a charge been brought as 
that in connection with Constable Ander- 
son. No doubt the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover defended Sir Antony 
MacDonnell in that case, but it was a very 
lame de‘ence indeed, and if only the 
Government would give them a full in- 
vestigation he would undertake to p:ove 
that Anderson was properly and justly 
removed from the police force. and that 
he was not fit to serve in,the police force ot 
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any civilised country. His recod was; Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: I think 


scandalous. He again challenged the 
Government to produce their records. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Will the hon. 
Gentleman repeat his statement outside 
the House of Commons ? 


Mr. DILLON: I shall repeat it if the 
Government will give me the files. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Let the hon. 
Gentleman have the courage of his 
opinions and repeat his statement out 
of the House. 


Mr. DILLON said that was a_per- 
fectly fair challenge. He fully recog- 
nised it—he made no quarrel at all— 
that to attack the character of any in-- 
dividual in that House under the privi- 


leges of the House was an extreme 
proceeding, though he was not  pre- 


pared to admit it was always coward- 
ly. In this matter they had acted in a 
mest cruel and brutal manner. The 
charge was that Father Denis O’Hara, 
out of mere vengeance, because this Pro- 
testant constable wanted to marry a 
Catholic girl, went to Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell and that they both entered into 
a conspiracy to ruin this man, without 
any justification. 
charge ? 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: It is true. 

Mr. DILLON said it was as false a 
charge as had ever been made. It was 
a foul and false charge for which there was 
not a shred of justification. That was 
the ground on which he justified himself 
in taking the extreme course he had 
taken. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: But the 


hon. Member should not attribute a 
falsehood to another hon. Member. 
Mr. DILLON: Pardon me, but his 


statement is false. I wish to be quite 
clear on this matter. If an hon. Mem- 
ber of this House in his place makes a 
charge against a personal friend of mine, 
which charge I know of my own 
knowledge to be false, am I not entitled 
to say here that it is false ¢ 


Mr. Dillon. 


| 


the hon. Member under those circum- 
stances would be entitled to say that the 
hon. Member opposite was repeating a 
charge which was not true, but it is 


‘quite out of order to accuse an hon. 


Was that a cowardly | 


Member of telling a-deliberate falsehood. 


Mr. DILLON said he did not attribute 
to the hon. Member a deliberate false- 
hood, but what he said was that it was a 
false charge. He had only made that 
charge because the hon. Member opposite 
had accused him of making a cowardly 
use of his privileges in this House. He 
fully recognised that he was taking an 
extreme course, but he did so on behaif 
of two men who could not speak for 
themselves, and who had been made the 
victims of this most scandalous charge 
without a shred ot justification. He 
would not pursue that point any further, 
because anybody who knew the facts 
knew how monstrous the charge was. 
Take the case of Sir Antony MacDonnell. 
He had no responsibility whatever for 
the dismissal of Constable Anderson, and 
he had no responsibility for the refusal 
to reinstate him. He asked the Chief 
Secretary to promise them a full inquiry 
into the matter. One of the scandals 
in the Constable Anderson case, however, 
was the reinstatement of the man, carried 
out against the protest of the Constabu- 
lary authorities in Ireland as the result 
of political pressure in the House. When 
the hon. Member for South Belfast found 
fault with the statement of the hon. 
Member for North Kilkenny they were 
able to point out that the hon. and 
gallant Member for North Armagh 
boasted in the House, and also in a speech 
which he made at Portadown, that he and 
the Ulster Members had put a_ pistol 
to the head of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover, and had com- 
pelled him to reinstate Constable Ander- 
son by threatening opposition in the 
House of Commons. As regarded Cos- 
stable Anderson’s case, it was disgraceful, 
but the disgraceful part about it was 
the reinstatement of a policeman who 
was unfit to serve in the police force as 
a concession to political pressure in the 


House. [Mryistertat cries of “Oh, 
oh!”] The attack upon Sir Antony 
MacDonnell was in full swing. The 


Ulster Unionists, both inside and outside 
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the House of Commons, had announced , 
' Antony MacDonnell to carry out. 


their intention that they would not cease 
their agitation until Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell was removed. On April 2%8tb, 
upon an Ulster platform, the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Antrim said— 

‘* When these excellent statesmen had once 
started on this game of giving each other away 
there was no holding them in.” 

The hon. Member went on to say— 

“Lord Lans!lowne next came to the front 
and informed us that it was largely owing to 
him that they had had the inestimable blessing 
ft having Sir Antony MacDonnell as Unier- 
Secretary. Here is one of the leading meinbers 
of the Cabinet in whose Unionist priaciples we 
have up to this date had absolute confidence, 
and now we fin] him a secret and a dangerous 
enemy. If there are any more Lansdownes or 
Wyndhams whose names would be dragged 
into the light by these revelations then most 
emphatically [say let us learn the worst. At 
the present moment the idea has got abroad 
that the famous letters read to the House of 
Commons are by no means the only com- 
promising documents. If there are any more 
‘hen let us have them no matter whom they 
may implicate.” 

Commenting upon this speech the Bel- 
fast News Letter said— 

“The Foreign Secretary is an important 
1ember of the Cabinet, and has done good 
work, but he is not indispensable, and if he be 
playing the part attributed to him in Mr Craig's 
speech, he ought not to remain where he is.” 

Apparently Lord Lansdowne was the 
next member of the Government who 
would have to go. This gave one an 
dea of the policy adopted by the men 
who were really governing Ireland. 
They had now a Chief Secretary who 
imagined that because he had taken a 
motor-car ride to Belmuilet he under- 
stood the Irish question. Nobody who 
knew anything about the affairs of Ire- 
land imagined for a moment that the 
present Chief Secretary would have any 
voice in the government of Ireland during 
is short tenure of office. The men who 
really governed Ireland were the Solicitor- 
‘reneral for England, the Attorney- 
(yeneral for Ireland, and Lord London- 
lerry. Those were the men who governed 
[reland, and the present Chief Secretary 
vould be allowed to keep his position 
so long as he obeyed those gentlemen 
wad no longer. 

a 

What was the policy in Ireland 
with which they were face to face / 
[They had in vain asked the Gov- 
ernment to give them the details of 
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the policy which they had sent Sir 
What 
was the policy with which the country 
was confronted ? There was a deliberate 
campaign to organise bogus outrages. 
The police had instructions to be activ» 
in this matter. These outrages were 
being manufactured by the police, under 
the orders of Dublin Castle. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRF- 
LAND (Mr. Watrter Longs, Bristol, 8.): 
Does the hon. Member suggest that that 


policy has been begun within the las’ 
week or two ? 


Mr. DILLON said that he certainly 
suggested that the system was new 
within the last four or five weeks, and 
that it was being actively worked up by 
the police. He had no doubt that befor: 
long the police would be committing 
the outrages themselves. When the 
Castle wanted outrages they would get 
them. While the Land Act was being 
strangled deliberately by the (Govern- 
ment, while all the promises which had 
been held out were being falsified, and 
while the Irish people were being driven 
to exasperation and madness, the Govern- 
ment were deliberately laying the founda- 
tion for an attempt to capture the con- 
stituencies in England for a policy of 
coercion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It appears to 
me that the latter part of the hon. 
Member's speech travelled a good deal 
beyond the Ameniment before the 
House. It deals not with the administra- 
tion of the present Chief Secretary, but 
exclusively with the period in which the 
right hon. Member for Dover was Chief 
Secretary. Nevertheless, I do not know 
that the latter part of the hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech was wholly wasted. or that 
[I regret its being delivered. It throws 
a certain light on the allegation made 
throughout these debates with amazing 
assurance that it is not the Chief Seeretarv 
when he is in the Cabinet, but the Under- 
Secretary, who directs the policy of the 
Government in Ireland. Hf that pro- 
position be true, it is the Under-Secretary 
who is now manufacturing crime i2 
Ireland ; it is the Under-Secretary who 
is producing bogus outrages; it is the 
Under-Secretary who is preparing this 
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refarious scheme to capture the con- 
stituencies of England. Well, this 
charge, as I need hardly say, this allega- 
tion against the 
absolutely preposterous. Other charges 
against him, I think, have been made 
totally without foundation, and perhaps 
those who made the other charges of 
which I speak will take consolation from 
the charges now made, and think that 
charges should not be made against the 
Under-Secretary, but against the Chief 
Secretary for the time being or against 
the Government of which that Chief 
Secretary is a member. 


I thought that by far the most 
relevant part of the speech of the 


hon. Member was the earlier portion, 
in which he made a violent but not 
at all an improper attack on my- 
self. and, following the example of, 
I think, almost all the speakers in this 
debate—certainly following the example 
of the right hon. Gentleman who moved 
the Resolution—stated that it was not 
the Under-Secretarv at all, that it was 
not so much my right hon. friend the 
Member for Dover who was implicated 
or attacked by this Resolution, but that 
it was myself in the character of Prime 
Minister. Well, I think that is quite 
right. I think the attacks should be 
made on the Prime Minister. and not 
upon a late member of the Government 
or upon a permanent official; and I 
shall certainly have no hesitation in 
taking upon my shoulders the burden, 
if burden it be. of the sort of attack 
which has been made on that side of the 
House. and which, I am sorry to say, 
in some particulars has found an echo 
even on this side of the House. 


Now, what is the charge The charge, 
broadly speaking. is this—that when 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
Dover became, on taking his seat in 
the Cabinet, the dominant partner in 
Trish administration, the Minister really 
responsible to the Cabinet in the first 
place, and to the House in the second 
place, for Irish administration, a new 
policy was initiated, a policy which, I 
understand, is sometimes described as 
a policy of conciliation, and sometimes 
as a policy of devolution, and that my 
right hon. friend started this new policy 
with the full consent and full knowledge, 
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presumably, of my colleagues, but cer- 
tainly of myself. Now, let us consider 
that point. In the first place, on what 
evidence is this charge, for what it may 
be worth, based? It is based, according 
to the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
primarily upon a speech of Lord Dudley’s. 
It appears—a fact that I did not know 
before—that Lord Dudley, on going 
ever to Ireland, made a speech in which 
he said that Jreland should be governed 
according to Irish ideas. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND : 


quoted half a dozen times. 


It has been 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): You do not read the newspapers. 
{Laughter and cries of “ Order.”’} 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, [ hope 
that in my quotation [I have not done 
him an injustice. It appears that Lord 
Dudley went over and made this speech, 
from which it was interpreted that as 
the phrase “govern Ireland according 
to Irish ideas” can only mean that 
Ireland is to be governed according to 
the ideas the Irish have of the proper 
relations between Irish administration 
and the Imperial Parliament, this was 
practically a statement by Lord Dudley 
that he was in favour of some form ot 
Home Rule. I need hardly say that 
the interpretation is wholly incorrect 
[Cries of “Oh’’], and the last charge 
that can justly be made against Lord 
Dudley is that he has any leanings 
towards a Home-Rule policy. That 1s 
the first evidence which seemed greatly 
to impress the right hon. Gentleman. 
so that it figured during a full third oi 
his speech as giving the keynote of his 


whole argument. 

Well, what are the next arguments 
brought forward ? The next arguments 
deal with the two letters, which 
were read in the House at an 
earlier period this session, and in 


which the Under-Secretary and my right 
hon. friend exchanged their views, ex- 
changed ideas, as to the terms of the 
policy which was to be pursued, and on 
which the Under-Secretary was prepared 
to take office. It is gathered, I under- 
stand, partly from the terms of those 
letters, partly from the views which Sir 
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Antony MacDonnell holds, or is sup- 
posed to hold, with regard to the views 
o hon. Gentlemen opposite, that the 
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ere fact of his appointment, an the 


mere fact that in appointing him my 
right hon. friend clearly thought that 
le was having an Under-Secretary with 
whom he could work in the full conscious- 
ness that they were dealing with a policy 
which the Under-Secretary was ready 
heartily to support—that appears to be 
regarded as an adequate reason for sup- 
posing that there was what is called a 
ew departure in Irish policy initiated 
at the time my right hon. friend became 
« member of the Cabinet. In regard 
t the original appointment of Sir Antony 
‘acDonnell, the House will remember 
that Sir Antony MacDennell’s friends 
lad put before him the difficulties whica 
suvbody might expect on taking the 
citice of Under-Secretary, Ireland being 
what it is and he holding the opinions 
which he did hold. Well, it must be 
remembered that my right hon. friend 
the late Chief Secretary had also present 
in his mind thatin this temporary appoint- 
ivent he also might be brought into 
‘ifficulty, and that the mere fact that 
te Under-Secretary was supposed not 
i) share to the full extent the views 
«bout Irish government held by my right 
hon. friend might hamper him in dealing 
with matters such as the Land Bill, about 
which there might be perfect agreement 


between them; and those difficulties 
undoubtedly existed. They were un- 
coubtedly foreseen; but I think it 


probable that if both parties had fully 
foreseen all the difficulties the appcint- 
luent might never have been made. I 
coubt whether Sir Antony MacDonnell 
would have rejected the advice of his 
iriends, and it is possible that my right 
hon. friend might have taken a different 
But do not let the House sup- 
pose that the appointment was made by 
my right hon. friend without carefully 


view, 


thinking the whole matter over, or 
taking advice from those whom _ he 


thought best qualified to inform him of 
Sir Antony MacDonnell’s administrative 
career, his capacity, and character, and 
power of doing good work for Ireland. 
He did make full inquiries in that re- 
spect: and I do not think even my hon, 
lriends from Ulster, among whom are to 
be found the severest critics, both of Sir 
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friend, and myself, will refuse to admit 
that, at all events during the early part 
of the administrative work of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell, even they had little cause 
to complain of the action of the Govern- 
ment of which Sir Antony MaeDonnell 
was a servant. 


What were the objects which my 
right hon. friend the Member for 


Dover had discussed with Sir Antony 
MacDonnell as being objects that might 
well occupy in the immediate future the 
attention of any persons responsibl» for 
Trish administration? They were, in 
he first place, the maintenance of law 
and order, and the maintenance of law 
and order in Ireland, as everybody is 
aware, occasionally involves what is 
known in the phraseology of contro- 
versial politics as coercion, The first 
point upon which they were agreed was 
the necessity of maintaining law and 
order. 


Mr. DILLON: Not by coercion. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: At the cost, if 


need be, of coercion. 


No, no! 


Mr. DILLON : 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 1 say yes. 

Mr. SWIFT MALCNEIL: Quote the 
letter. 

Me. A. J. BALFOUR: It will not be 


denied that the maintenance of law and 
order appeared in the le‘ter. It will not 
be denied that immediately after taking 
office Sir Antony MacDonnell found him- 
self administering parts of Ireland under 
the Coercion Act, and the inference I 
should think would hardly be refused 
that Sir Antony MacDonnell, at all events, 
conceived himself in carrying out this 
policy of so-called coercion to be carrying 
out the policy of law and order which 
was the first item mentioned in the letter 
to which reference has been made. 


What was the second item? The 
second item was land purchase. On 
land purchase the House were agreed 
while the Bill was passing through 
the various stages in this House and 
in the other, and I hope that the 
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agreement still subsists; but, at all! 
events, it lasted long enough to justify 
my right hon. friend in the choice which 
he had made in carrying out the work 
which he had set himself to accomplish, 
and I presume no charge will be levelled 
against Sir Antony or my right hon. 
friend or myself in connection with the 
scheme of land purchase. 


The next point, if I remember rightly, 
was co-ordination. With regard to co- 
ordination, I have to remind the House 
that earlier in the debate the Member for 
South Shields appeared, with a—fortu- 
nately for him—telicitous ignorance of 
Thish administration, to suppose that co- 
ordination involved some form of what 
is known as devolution, or was connected 
in some way with devolution. No man 
who has the smallest knowledge of the 
matter could ever entertain such an idea. 
It is totally inconsistent with the facts of 
this particular case and with the facts 
which preceded it in the history of 
previous Administrations. Let me in- 
form the learned Gentleman the Member 
for South Shields, who based, I think, a 
large part of his speech upon this blunder 
of his own—— : 





Mr. ROBSON: I simply quoted the 
words of the letter; I did not identify 
co-ordination and devolution. I quoted 
the words of the letter, co-ordination 
involving the direction and control of 
the administrative machinery of Irish 
government. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR. If the hon. 
Gentleman is prepared to stultify his 
whole speech and say that in using that 
phrase he madeno reference to devolution, 
or other forms of alteration of constitu- 
tional forms in the direction of Home 
Rule I, of course, accept his explanation. 
If, on the other hand, he did commit the 
blunder, which I certainly thought he 
did commit, of confounding this co- 
ordination with the scheme of devolution 
I ought to inform him and the House 
that, while devolution is of the essence 
of a process of decentralisation, the 
matter dealt with in the letter is in the 
nature of centralisation. It is not de- 
volution, but exactly the opposite pro- 
cess ; it is a process which many Under- 
Secretaries before the present distin- ' 
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guished holder of the place have desired 
to carry out, and on which, indeed, I 
think, one distinguished gentleman who 
served under me wrote lately to the 
papers and said he put it before me as 
a scheme which he, in his term of office, 
had desired to.see carried out. This 
process of centralisation may be good 
or bad, but what it aims at is to take 
the various independent boards of Ireland 
—I mean boards independent of every 
official under the Chief Secretary—and 
place them under the control of the 
Permanent Secretary as well. That is 
the object which these schemes have in 
view. It may be good or it may be bad, 
it may be right or it may be wrong, tha‘ 
the Local Government Board in Ireland, 
for instance, should report to the Chief 
Secretary through the Under-Secretary, 
instead of reporting, as it does at present, 
directly to the Chief Secretary ; but, 
whether it be good or bad, it has nothing 
whatever to do either with Home Rule, 
or with devolution, or with a new policy 
for Ireland, or with so-called concilia- 
tion, or with anything else that has com: 
into controversy this evening. So muc!i 
for that. 


Now I come to the last object, as far as 
I remember, mentioned in the letter, and 
that last object is University education. 
In the letter Sir Antony MacDonne'!| 
expresses his desire to see a settlement of 
that question on the general lines pro- 
posed by me. The general lines proposed 
by me are well known to all who are 
students of the question and care to seo 
what is to be said about it, and if they 
will look at the document in which thos» 
ideas appear in their most authoritativ : 
form they will see that in that pub! 
pamphlet letter I distinctly lai l 
down that this question, important as I 
always believed it and still believe 
to be, is one that cannot be settled 01 
ordinary Party lines or by the ordinary 
Party machine, and that was obvious! 
known to the Under-Secretary when 
he made the offer, as it is known ‘9 
everybody who has studied the question. 
What happened? I think this is the 
only part of the case which really re- 
quires any explanation or defence from 
those who have studied this contro- 
versy in a fair spirit. It is said by the 
right hon. Gentleman that the Chiet 
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Secretary had no right to endeavour, 
or travelled beyond his duty in en- 
deavouring, in any way to see whether 
the various educational authorities in 
[reland, the various schools of thought 
by whose co-operation alone, I believe, 
any solution of this question could be 
attained, were near agreement or could 
be made to come nearer to an agreement, 


Government 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Who said that 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I thought the 
right hon. Gentleman had said that he 
made that charge agairst my right hon. 
iriend, I now learn he does not make 
that charge, and I must say that, though 
| was not myself cognisant of the at- 
tempt, I see nothing to complain of in 
it. It was always understood by every 
member of the Government of which I 
am the head that this was not a ques- 
tion on which the Cabinet were agreed 
ind that it could not be made until they 
were agreed, if ever, a Cabinet question. 
sut the Cabinet never, as a whole, denied 
its extreme importance, and they ap- 
pointed a Commission before I was 
Prime Minister, and a very strong Com- 
mission it was, to investigate the ques- 
tion. That Commission reported, I 
believe, not many months after my 
right hon. friend the Member for Dover 
became a member of the Cabinet. 
Would he have been justified in leaving 
‘he question there ? [An Hon. Memser : 
Yes.] I think not. I think he was 
hound to see where public opinion was 
ipon this question. What he would 
not have been justified in doing was 
yong to this and that body and 
promising, in the name of the Govern- 
ment, that this or that should be done. 
He never did do that. It is surely 
absurd to say that a man holding the 
strong views my right bon. friend does 
on this question—which he has never 
concealed from the House, from hon. 
(rentlemen below the gangway, or any- 
body—and finding himself responsible 
for the Irish Government at the very 
moment that the Commission reported, 
should not do what he did to investigate 
for himself how far some scheme could 
be devised which would bring together 


the warring educational elements of the 


time. He failed, I know, and there may 
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be many failures yet before this question 
is settled. I think, owing to circumstan- 
ces not worth going into now, he was 
foredoomed to failure. I believe public 
opinion in this House and the country 
has gone back, according to my view 
of what is good and bad, upon this ques- 
tion, and that the House is more reluc- 
tant to deal with it now than it would 
have been four or five years ago. 

[ donot think it is worth while at this 
point taking up a charge levelled against 
me by the mover of the Resolution, who 
said that my treatment of the Irish 
University question was weak and cynical, 


The cynical I do not understand. Weak 
it might possibly be. What is his 


method of dealing with it? His method 
is to wrap up what, I am afraid, the 
majority of the House would regard 2s 
an evil measure, and a great many other 
things which I think evil measures, under 
the general name of Home Rule, and 
throw the responsibility upon hon. Gen- 


tlemen below the gangway. That 1s 
his plan. I do not know whether it 1s 
strong. I know it is cynical, and those 


who come forward and with a virtuous 
air say, ‘ We will not do a single thing 
which can strengthen the Pope, the 
bishops, or the priests ; we are resolutely 
determined to prevent a single shilling 
of public money being given to anything 
which can in the remotest degree have 
a flavour of anything of the kind about 
it,’ have nothing to say about Home 
Rule. “‘If the Home Rulers choose to 
do these things, and to do them without 
the restrictions this House would put 
upon them, well, that is their affair. 
What have we to do with that?” I 
am not a great master of epithet, but 
perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will 
permit me to borrow from his more 
ample vocabulary, and describe that 
procedure as both weak and cynical. 


The hon. Member for Mayo talked a 
great deal about the middle Party. He 
asked what it was, and said it must be 
a Party to which Members are drawn 
both from the extreme leit and extreme 
right hand. 


Mr. DILLON: I said a middie Party 
in Ireland must be drawn necessarily 
from opposing Parties already in exis- 
tence. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No doubt 
the hon. Member put the matter much 
better than I hope to put it, but he 
seems to me to be saying much the same 
thing. 


Mr. DILLON: Pardon me. The 
right hon. Gentleman said from the 
extreme left and right hand. What I, 


meant was from the moderate men of 
each conflicting Party. 


Mr. A.J, BALFOUR: We need not 
dispute over words, but with regard 
to this so-called middle Party, I 
do not understand it bears any resem- 
blance to the fancy portrait the 
right hon, Gentleman has just drawn. 
If I rightly understand the views of my 
right hon. friend the Member for Dover, 
he felt, as everybody must, that whilst 
there is a strong body of organised 
opinion in the North of Ireland belong- 
ing to the loyalist section of the com- 
munity, there is scattered over the rest 
of Treland a great unorganised body of 
lovalist opinion, which might, if organ- 
do great service to the State. [ 
think that is true. I quite agree that if 
the organisation is to terminate in the 
eecentricities of devolution, the less we 
have of it the better. I trust that will 
be but a passing phase amongst those 
leaders of the so-called Reform Party, 
and if they are to hope, as thev may well 
hope, to take a useful and vigorous 
part in the public life of Ireland, I am 
quite certain it is only on condition that 
they absolutely abstain from meddling 
with those constitutional issues. I 
believe, and I have always believed, 
ihat to be the view of my right hon. 
friend the Member for Dover. 


ised, 


Now [ have gone over the premises 
upon which the initial accusation was 
hased, the accusation—namely, that with 
the advent of my right hon. friend to 
Cabinet office the new policy of concilia- 
tion and devolution was established. We 
are told that we had secretly—I forget 
which of our numerous accusers made 
he statement—that while publicly ex- 
pressing the Unionist «reed, while run- 
ning Unionism fcr all it was worth as an 
‘lectoral cry in England, we had secretly 
and tacitly abandoned that creed in 
Ireland, and were encouraging other 
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persons to adopt doctrines and to further 
a policy which was totally remote from 
that policy to which we had given such 
vain and empty lip service on this side 
of St. George’s Channe!. I venture to 
say a more outrageous accusation, based 
on more flimsy evidence, never was laid 
before the House of Commons. I am 
not aware of the slightest foundation 
in any utterances made either by my 
‘ight hon. friend or by myself—I need 
not say anything about the rest of the 
Cabinet because the whole object of every 
speaker to-night has been to isolate my 
right hon. friend and myself from the 
rest of the Cabinet, and to explaii 
that we were running a policy of ow 
own. If, therefore, I defend myself and 
my right hon. friend, that is, perhaps. 
enough for the House and enough fo: 
mv accusers, 


What possible justification is ther 
for this accusation? The only justifi- 
cation bevond the utterly irrelevant 
charges, which I hope I have di:- 
posed of in what T have already said, is 
that the Under-Secretary did sincerel 
but most erroneously believe that the 
Chief Secretary knew what he was doing 
when the Under-Secretary aided Lord 
Dunraven in the preparation of his 
scheme, and I suppose the inference 1s 
that the Under-Secretary sincerely be- 
lieved that if the Chiet Secretary knew 
therefore I knew. That is the argu- 
ment. Well, my right hon. friend did 
not know, and, if anybody requires 
conclusive proof, he gave conclusiv: 
proof that he did not know by saying 
the moment that these statements ot 
devolution appeared, what he had con- 
stantly said before, that with these 
devolution schemes he had no agreement, 
that with them he would have neithe1 


art nor part. He said it then; he 
said it this evening, in language which 


I think still lingers in the memory of 
every man who heard it, but he did 
not begin to say it on those two occa- 
sions. I do not know that the case 


can be put more vigorously than he 
put it himself, while Chief Secretary, 
two or three years ago, in a speech in 
the country, when he said, speaking 
of the Irish Members— 


“They desire at least a Parliament for Ire- 
land, with as high a status as our Parliament 
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for Great Britain, but to the best of my know- 
ledge and belief there is not one man, woman. 
or child in Ireland who desires the creation of 
that ambiguous monstrosity which Mr. Asquith, 
Sir Edward Grey, and others describe as a 
greater measure of devolution.” 


And if anybody will look at the speech 
my right hon. friend made in this House 
on the Address last year—I was not 
present on account of  illness—they 
will see that the same fundamental 
thought underlies that speech as is in 
the extract I have just read, a thought 
with which I am in entire agreement. 
It is this, that Home Rule is as bad 
is anything can be, except, perhaps, 
levolution: Home Rule, at all events, 
logical and consistent system, 


is a 


which, however destructive of the 
United Kingdom, does at all events 
leave a machinery which may con- 


‘eivably work in some fashion or another, 
while the scheme of devolution neither 
satisfies Irish aspirations nor British 
views of administration. It is a scheme 
intrinsically bad, and not only that, 
but a scheme which has no merits of 
iny kind whatever; it does not satistv 
what are called Nationalist aspirations, 
it certainly gives no satisfaction to my 
iriends from Ulster below the gangway, 
ind certainly no man sitting on this 
bench and responsible for the Govern- 
ment of Ireland would tolerate such 
. system for twenty-four hours. 


I would venture to say to my hon. 
iriends from Ulster who have spoken 
to-night that they hardly play, I think, 

wholly worthy part in showing this 
extreme readiness of suspicion in deal- 
ing with those whose public career is 
before them, who belong to the same 
Party as themselves, who hold the 
same general views about the Constitu- 
tion of the United Kingdom. Suspicion 
is the great weakener of causes, and 
'f I were to base prophecies upon the 


lessons of history I should be almost 
disposed to remind my hon. friends 
that a cause in which suspicion is thus 


easily produced out of nothing is one 
predestined by its own act to failure. 
| hope for better things, and I believe 
better things, because I hope and believe 
that this unworthy cloud of suspicion 
is but a passing and unhappy phase, 
and that a confidence which has most 
assuredly been deserved on one side will 
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not be withheld on the other. Certainly 
I, who have taken part now for twentv 
years in heated and stormy debates in 
this House over the Irish question, 
never suspected that I should live, never 
thought that I should live, to be told 
that unless I could prove myself innocent 
of Home Rule I must be adjudged to be 
guilty. If no length of service, if no 
whole-hearted devotion, if no strenuous 
endeavour under difficult circumstances 
is to free a public man in this country 
from this unworthy suspicion of thos 
who call themselves his foellowers.ther, 
indeed, Sir, I think the strength of public 
life is sapped. 


I do not wish to dwell upon this 
personal aspect. I am, indeed, almost 
sorry that I have been betrayed into 
the few words I have uttered upon 
it. Iwill conclude by touching upon the 
only remaining part of the subject which, 
I think, deserves treatment, namely, 
the reality of the charge that we have 
initiated a new policy, and with a con- 
sideration of what the true policy is which 
the Unionist Party should pursue to- 
wards Ireland. I have been 
concerned with the government of Ire- 
land, in one capacity or another, for 
almost twenty years; and during those 
twenty vears [ can truly sav that I have 
had but one conception of what that 
treatment should be, and I have 
endeavoured, whether as directly respon- 
sible for the government of Ireland, or 
as a member of the Cabinet collectively 
responsible, or as a member of the 
Opposition who had such power as the 
Opposition may possess of guiding th> 
legislation of his country, that ideal of 
mine has never changed. I will not sav 
it was begun, but it was carried on by m> 
during my tenure of the Chief Secretary- 
ship. It was carried on by my right 
hon. friend the present President of the 
Local Government Board, and it has 
been carried on in direct succession by 
my right hon. friend the Member fe: 
Dover. We been and 
quite rightly accused, all of us, of being 
coercionists, if by coercionists is meant 
administrators who think that the first 
duty of a Government is to see that the 
law is obeyed and that private rights 
That is the basis of the 


closely 


have accused, 


are respected. 
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whole. That is the fundamental prin- 
ciple upon which everything else must 
be built, and, if it is allowed to 
crumble, the towering structure, however 
ambitious, however beautiful in its 
imaginative outlines, will certainly fall 
into ruin also. We are coercionists in 
that sense, in the first place. We are, 
in the second place, Unionists, because 
we believe that not merely is the con- 
tinuance of a united kingdom necessary 
for Imperial purposes, though that con- 
sideration by itself is sufficient to make 
us what we are, but because we believe 
that Ireland, without the powerful 
support of England and Scotland, is finan- 
cially and industrially incapable of a 
healthy or successful national life. [An 
hon. Member on the Iris Benches: 
Give it a chance.] And, in the third 
place, we believe most firmly that a united 
Parliament, which is the basis of the 
Union, is not incapable of carrying out 
great reforms, greater reforms, indeed, 
than could be carried out by an Irish 
Parliament [Cries of “Oh” from the 
Iaisu Benches], because it has behind it a 
greater power, a greater machinery, for 
aiding their execution. And we have 
shown that this is no vain and empty 
theory of ours, but it has found expres- 
sion in actual practice. 

I am not going through a list of 
all the measures that have been passed 
during the three Chief Secretaryships 
which I have mentioned, but I would 
remind the House of the Congested 
Districts Board, which was established 
in 1887. I would remind the House 
of the great Local Government Bill of 
my right hon. friend sitting on this 
bench, passed in 1898, and I would 
remind them of the Land Bill recently 
passed by my right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Dover. However these measures 
may be undervalued now, they were 
great efforts of constructive legislation, 
involving infinite labour both in this 
House and out of this House, and I doubt 
whether any period of Irish history will 
show such a constructive record as I 
have ventured to describe. That is the 
Unionist policy as I conceive it, and that 
policy suffered no change, no variation, 
in this mystic year of 1902, or with the 
advent of a new Under-Secretary for 
Ireland. It does not depend upon Under- 
Secretaries. It depends upon Cabinets, 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


of Ireland. 1452 


it depends upon Parties, it depends upon 
the great Unionist organisation without 
which this and every other Unionist 
Government is absolutely powerless. 
But do not let us, in a moment of insane 
suspicion—a suspicion which gives no 
pleasure to any Gentleman except to 
the few laughers on that side of the House 
—do anything to weaken or diminish the 
lustre of the achievements which I think 
will long live in the history of the rela- 
tions between England and Ireland, and 
which form a brilliant contrast to even 
the best meaning legislation which has 
preceded them. I am far from desiring 
to take the glory of them as the particu- 
lar Minister who was responsible for 
carrying them into effect, but I may 
claim that from those achievements the 
whole Unionist Party—my hon. friends 
from Ulster as well as the great body 
of Unionists in this country on whom 


they depend, may derive legitimate 
satisfaction. At all events, of this I am 
sure: that if from a combination ot 


groundless suspicion and unfortunate 
ill-health my right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Dover could not carry on the work 
which he had taken in hand, his name 
will at all events remain as the author and 
begetter of the Land Bill, as the man 
who got it through this House and passed 
it into law; and that memory will far 
outlive those suspicions, cruel and un- 
just at the moment, but as passing as 
the storm cloud vanishing before the sun- 
shine. I hope this House will not assent 
to the motion, which, though indeed it be 
directed to the production of the docu- 
ments, was avowedly intended as an 
attack upon my right hon. friend and 
upon myself—an attack which I believe 
to be absolutely unjustifiable and abso- 
lutely without foundation. 


*Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) : It isino 
part of my business to enter into the 
domestic affairs of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, and I am not in the least 
disposed to quarrel with the faithful 
and candid diagnosis by the Prime 
Minister of the morbid symptoms which 
he discerns in the Party of which he is 
the distinguished head. He tells us 
that at this moment it is honeycombed 
with insane suspicion. Not a very 
happy state of things for a Party which 
is approaching a general election long 
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delayed, and seeking to defer that event. | 
But, as my right hon. friend the Leader 
of the Opposition said when he brought 
forward his Motion, his immediate 
object is not so much to pronounce 
censure as to obtain illumination. After 
listening carefully to the speech of the 
Piime Minister, I think the great bulk 
of the House will agree with me that 
not one single ray of light has been 
furnished on the only points to which 
this Motion is directed. Amid the fog 


ot obscurity in which we still move, let | 


m> remind the Prime Minister and the 
House that there stand out clearly three 


pain, patent, and indisputable facts. | 
First, that the late | 


What are they ? 
(iief Secretary has resigned. Next, 
that the Prime Minister has not  re- 
signed, Third, that Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell retains his place in Dublin 
(istle. These are facts which are be- 
yond the region of controversy; and 


\-t they are as difficult, as impossible, | 


I should say, now, as they were at the 


| -ginning of this debate, to reconcile as | 


co-existing facts in our political system. 


In this search after truth, what dis- 
coveries have we made in the course 
oi the debate ? Let me take the first 
question of all—a question to which 
neither the right hon. Member for Dover 
nor the Prime Minister has given any 
intelligible answer. Why did the right 
lon. Gentleman resign, and why did the 
Prime Minister accept his resignation ? 
I have not the faintest idea. What 


ciuse was there for him to resign which | 
cid not logically and ethically—let me | 


put the question in the most specific 
form—involve in a similar necessity 
tie Prime Minister and all 
colleagues in the Cabinet? What had 
tue right hon. Member for Dover done 
ef which they disapproved ? Nothing. 
What had he left undone which they 
thought he ought not to have omitted ? 
Nothing. What new fact had been 
disclosed which was not perfectly well 
known to them before? Nothing. It 
is idle to contend, as the Prime Minister 
contended, that he and his colleagues 
were not perfectly aware that tor two 
and a-half years prior to the resignation 
of the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
the Irish administration, largely through 
the agency of the masterful personality 
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of Sir Antony MacDonnell, but mainly, 
I agree, through the efforts of the 
right hon. Member for Dover himself, 
had been conducted on lines which 
constituted an entirely new departure. 
The right hon. Gentleman asks, what 
'is the evidence of that? He brushes 
aside the speech of Lord Dudley on 
entering office, when he spoke with all 
the authority of a man placed by the 
Prime Minister in a most important 
and responsible post, and speaking, 
as my right hon. friend reminds me, 
not only in his own name, but in the 
name of the Government, he declared, 
borrowing a phrase which used to be 
common on these benches, and in the 
truth and reality of which I believe, that 
‘in local affairs the policy of government 
should be in accordance with Irish ideas. 





| Was that a new departure or not? The 
‘right hon. Gentleman brushes aside 
|all this as if a declaration by the 


Viceroy in the name of the Government 
| might be neglected as a thing to which 
nobody need pay any attention. 


| 
| And then we come to the correspon- 


‘dence between Sir Antony MacDonnell 
|and the right hon. Member for Dover. 
| Was there ever such a correspondence be- 
| tween a Minister of the Crown and a subor- 
' dinate entering the service of the State ? 
| We know that the whole of the proceed- 
|ings were initiated by Lord  Lans- 
|downe; we have his own statement 
|made in another place. He suggested 
| to the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
‘for Dover—I think I am representing 
| him correctly—he suggested the appoint- 
ment of Sir Antony MacDonnell to the 
post of Under-Secretary, at the same 
time pointing out that a man who had 
had a large and varied experience in 
great posts of administration could not 
be expected to take an office such as 
that, subject to the ordinary terms of 
appointment. From the first the basis 
of the arrangement between the Govern- 
ment and this distinugished servant of 
the Crown was understood; but the 
right hon. Gentleman has endeavoured 
to minimise the importance of the 
stipulations suggested by Sir Antony 
MacDonnell and cordially accepted, and 
much to his honour, by the right hon. 
Member for Dover; he left out one or 
two important facts. The maintenance 
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of law and order, said the right hon. 
Gentleman, involves coercion, but he 
omitted to observe that Sir Antony 
MacDonnell had expressly refused to 
be a party to such a scheme of coercion as 
had been outlined by The Times news- 
paper, and the reference to *‘ adminis- 
trative conciliation” further negatives 
the idea that he ever had in contem- 
plation coercion as one of the ordinary 
instruments of administration. The right 
hon. Gentleman twits the hon. Member 
for Shields upon not understanding 
what is meant by co-ordination; I am 
not sure that anybody does really 
understand it. But at least co-ordin- 
ation does not mean to most people 


increased centralisation of the Irish 
bureaucracy, I think that both the 
right hon. Member for Dover and 
Sir Antony MacDonnell were rightly 
advised in the endeavour to do 


everything in their power to secure 
the assent of all sections to a University 
scheme that would command general 
approval of the people of Ireland. Yet 
the right hon. Gentleman tells us there 
was no new departure, 


His Government has for two and 
a-half years enjoyed the full benefit 
of what I may call the Wyndham- 
MacDonnell r/gime, a most substantial 
asset in the meagre, dwindling figures 
in the credit column of the balance- 
sheet of their reputation. I am 
not aware how far it helped their 
progress at a very critical stage of the 
fortunes of the English Education 
Bill in the months of September 
and October, 1902. At any rate, by 
universal consent it was the conferences 
between Sir Antony MacDonnell, Lord 
Dunraven, and the leaders of the 
Nationalist Party that, if they did not 
open the way for the Land Act of 1903, 


at least smoothed its passage and 
secured its successful operation. We 


may say that on the whole law and 
order has been maintained in Ireland 
under a policy of conciliation with a 
degree of success rarely paralleled in 
the past. There were charges of laxity 
of administration made by Ulster re- 
presentatives, but they were refuted 
successfully time after time by the late 


Chief}Secretary, to the satisfaction of | 


All 


the House and of his colleagues. 
Mr. Asquith. 
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‘these results were largely due to the 
presence of a new spirit, the adoption 
of new methods at Dublin Castle, where 
there was an Under-Secretary accessible 
to every one, and a_ frequent visitor 
to remote parts of the country, 
where he was not afraid to interchange 
views with all sorts and conditions of 
Irishmen—with Unionist landlords, with 
Lord Dunraven, with parish priests, 
and even with local agents of the League. 
This was a new thing in Unionist ad- 
ministration, and though it may have 
been very shocking to some Unionist con- 
sciences on the other side of the House 
it is, after all, the only way in which 
the work of administration can be 
carried out in a free country. The 
Government have had the full benefit 
of all that. And there something 
more than that; for from those be- 
ginnings something in the nature of co- 
operation for public purposes between 
Irishmen of different camps and differ- 
ent schools, and, more extraordinary 
still, between governors and governed, was 
gradually emerging—the promise of that 
new era foreshadowed by Lord Dudley, 
in which the purely local affairs of [reland 
would be largely governed by Irish ideas. 
It is the height of historical inaccuracy 
and of personal ingratitude for the right 
hon. Gentleman now to repudiate this 
new departure. 


is 


* What brought about the crash / 
The Dunraven scheme of devolution 
was only, after all, the latest pro- 


duct of the series of conferences and 
exchanges of views so wisely initiate | 
by Sir Antony MacDonnell between the 
various Parties in Ireland; but it gave the 
Ascendancy Party who had long been 
uneasy, and alarmed, and had felt thet 
in this new departure the ground was 
slipping from under their feet, the pretext 
they wanted. Here, at last, they could 
discern, and persuade other people to 
discern, the cloven foot of Home Rule ; 
and so throughout Ulster, as we saw last 
autumn, the tocsin was sounded. Cabinet 
Ministers and English lawyers lustily 
pulled the ropes with as much energy 2s 


the most fanatical Orangemen of Ulster. 


Simultaneously a campaign of panic 


jand exaggeration was organised in 
the Press of this country. Then 
came what I suggest was the real 
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| ment, as an act which was at the same 


. fatuous. 


, sympathy with the hon. Gentlemen from 


' post of responsibility and of difficulty is 
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explanation of these events. It was a 
simple case of intimidation. The Govern- 
ment took fright, and they ran away. 
They chose the cheapest and easiest, if 
not the most glorious, way out of the 
difficulty. While the Prime Minister 
and the Cabinet maintained their own 
seats on the sledge they threw the Chief 
Secretary to the wolves. So much is, I 
think, pretty clear. But when we try to 
tind out what is the nature and the 
extent of the change in their policy we re- 
lapse into the region of darkness ; for here 
comes in the third of the three facts I have 
mentioned—the retention of Sir Antony 
MacDonnell at Dublin Castle. There is 
one point on which all persons in Ireland, 
to whatever Party they belong, are 
greed. Not a man in Ireland does not 
think that the person who comes out of 
these transactions with most credit is Sir 
Antony MacDonnell, who is censured, 
and not any member of the Government 
who has censured him. That public 
reprimand of Sir Antony MacDonnell on 
the floor of this House for what was 
described as an indefensible error will, I 
venture to think, take high rank even 
among the achievements of this Govern- 


1457 (rover nment 


time morally unjust and __ politically 
Tt was morally unjust; for to 
attach a different meaning to the word 
co-ordination than that which it conveyed 
to the Chief Secretary and to the Prime 
Minister was Sir Antony MaecDonnell’s 
only offence; and it was politically 
fatuous because publicly to rebuke a 
high official and yet to retain him in a 
his 


to do all you can to undermine 


authority and influence. 


[ must add that it is impossible, 
for me at any rate, not to feel 
in this case a certain amount of 


Ulster below the gangway. It is the one 
bitter drop in what otherwise would be an | 
unmixed cup of triumph. They have 
got, or they think they have got, a Chief 
Secretary after their own heart in the 
person of the right hon. Gentleman whom 
I see opposite—a man who, they fondly 


think, will listen only to the right 
sort of people and Ywill not — stand 
any nonsense, But for all that, 


the new Chief Secretary, as they know, 
if Sir Antony MacDonnell is to be re 
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‘aimed, is going to be subjected to a severe 
ind most unnecessary test. Dublin 
Castle, so long as the present Under- 
Secretary is there, is an infected area; 
and they cannot, I gather from their 
speeches, dismiss from their bosoms a 
lurking fear that even this blameless 
English Torv—an English Tory, if the 
right hon, Gentleman will allow me to 
“ay so without offence, of a singularly 
primitive and uncomplicated type—a man 
whose demeanour, whose vocabulary goes 
straight to the heart of every loyalist in 
Ireland — they are not without their 
fears of what may happen if even this 
welcome, long-waited-for, and most 
promising figure has got to be exposed 
day by day to the dangerous contiguity 
of Sir Antony MacDonnell. Corruptio 
optim’ pessima. 1 sympathise with hon. 
Gentlemen opposite; but looking at it 
from a totally different point of view, 
we on this side of the House feel that 
so long as Sir Antony MacDonnell is at 
Dublin Castle there is a substantial safe- 
guard that the Trish Government. will 
not, at any rate, be driven back into the 
more extreme forms of coercion and re- 
action, 


The Prime Minister has not told 
us—he has left a good many things 
untold—which of the points set out in 
the correspondence between the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Dover 
and Sir Antony MacDonnell, assented 
to when the right hon, Member for Dover 
was Chief Secretary, and approved, as 
we know, at the time by Lord Lansdowne 
and the Prime Minister—which of these 
points are to be abandoned and which 
are to be retuned. I am afraid the right 
hon. Gentleman the new Chief Secretary is 
only going to take his place in that long 
procession of, to use Lord Beaconsfield’s 
phrase, “ transient and embarrassed phan- 
toms ” who have tried to govern Ireland 
without any reliance upon or any contact 
with Trish opinion and Trish sentiment. 
Th: right hon. Gentleman told us in his 
peroration of the great constructive work 
that the Unionist Party had accomplished 
in Treland, in the Congested Districts 
Board, the Local Government Bill, and 
th» Land Bill, I will not speak of the 
Cong-sted Districts Board ; but the last 
\wo measures are the embodiment of prin- 
iples violently and ‘vehemently attacked 
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bv the Unionist Party at its very b«gin- 
ning. Who can forget Lord Salisbury’s 
Newport speech, in which he declared that 
the very thing done under the auspices 
of a Tory Government, the creation of 
local authorities in Treland, was infinitely 
more dangerous for the unity of the 
Empire than even the establishment of a 
central Parliament in Ireland? Who 
can forget the political capital made 
against the Home Rule Bill out of Mr. 
Gladstone’s Land Bill of 18862 These 
great achievements of Unionist policy, 
alter all, are borrowed from other quarters. 
I think it is a tribute which all on this 
side owe to say that the rule of the late 
Chief Secretary, with Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell as his subordinate, will be a land- 
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weapon of coercion; you may perorate 
about law and order—I see that the 
right hon. Gentleman has already begun 
to perorate—but history will recall that 
during the last three vears Ireland has, 
under your auspices—under your un- 
willing guidance, perhaps, and, as I be- 
lieve, under vour unconscious guidance. 
but through the instrumentality of the 
late Chief Secretary and Sir Antony Mac- 
Donnell—Ireland has taken steps which 
can never be retraced on the :oad, and 
the only road, which leads to content- 
ment and to loyalty. 


Question put. 





mark in Irish administration. 
T hope vou will not, refurbish the old 
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POST OFFICE (TELEPHONE AGREEMENT). 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
STANLEY, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 
said he was not going to raise the 
subject that night. Opposition 
raised on the last occasion, and he had 
met the objections by putting in the 
names asked for They would appear 
in the amended Paper to-morrow, when 
he hoped the Motion would be passed. 


Mr. KELR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
said his opposition and that of his 
associates bad been withdrawn, and they 
would be very pleased to see the Motion 
passed as early as possible. 


CHARTERED SOCIETIES BILL. 
[SECOND READING. | 


Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


*Sir JOHN ROLLESTON (Leicester) 
said the Bill only contained one clause, 
and was designed to protect societies 
who had the right to use distinctive 
initials conferred upon them by Royal 
Charter from the fraudulent use of those 
characters by those not entitled to use 
them, and by means of which the public 
might be deceived. This Bill was pro- 
moted at the desire of various chartered 
societies in Kngland and Scotland com- 
prising some 20,000 members, and the 
collective opinion of those societies was 
that it was as mucb in the interests of 
the public as their own. He was aware 
that the Bill was opposed by societies 
incorporated but not chartered, who 
thought that it would confer a monopoly. 
He assured the House that was not the 


| of 
a reasonable 


Was } 
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| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
TELLERS voR THe NokES—sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


He hoped the House 


arrangemen made. 
would pass the Bill. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) opposed the 
Second Reading because it was appar- 
ently a Bill simply to give a patent 
right to a term to those accountants 
who belonged to the Society of Chartered 
Accountants, but all knew that the term 
“chartered accountant”? had come to 
have a special meaning, and implied that 
the holder had certain qualifications. 
\s a matter of fact there was another 
society of accountants with about 2,000 
members who could not use the term if 


| the Bill passed, and to whom this Bill 


'would prove an injustice, 


Before any 
such change was made some term ought 
to be found cover all accountants 
valued by the public, Let the Society 
Chartered Accountants come to 
arrangement. Instead of 


to 


‘that they were trying to get for them- 
| Selves a patent right to a particular term, 
although they knew it carried with it a 
| signification much larger than was really 
‘involved in the word, 


case, and if the Bill were passed and re- 


ferred to a Standing Committee the 
interests of the incorporated societies 
could be there considered and possibly au 


And, it being Midnight, the debate 
stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Wednesday, 
7th June. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.” 
(Sir A. Aclund-Hvod.) 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) 
said he understood the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Parliamentary Secretary to 
the Treasury was rather annoyed the 
previous evening because he was asked 
an important Question without proper 
notice. He therefore desired to repeat 
the Question he put on that occasion, 
as he understood the right hon. Gentleman 
was in a position to give the information, 


‘namely, whether there was not at the 
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present moment a vacancy in the post 
of Junior Lord of the Treasury, and 
whether he would give the House any 
explanation to the extraordinary 
delay that had taken place in filling the 
vacancy. 


Adjournment 


as 


| said, 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tHe TREASURY (Sir A 
AcLaND-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) said he understood there was a 
vacancy and he could assure the hon. 
Gentleman that steps would be taken 


to fill it. 


‘SOMMONS} 


i never went there again, 


| thought 


of the House. 1168 


appointed Junior Lord of the Treasury 
he appeared once at the Treasury; he 
went there at the commencement and 
an official went in and said, “ Will vour 
Lordship allow your secretary to enter 
your room?” This done, the official 
‘Will your Lordship allow your 


secretary to take a seat?” The secre- 


| tary then took a seat at the table, and 


cleared out the Junior Lord, and he 
This seemed 
to him to be a waste of £1,000 a vear. 
No doubt the right hon. Gentleman 


the result of the | Brighton 


election was an evil, but still good would 


Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.)| 
suggested that the right Answer to the | 
Question was that the post would not be 
filled the 


whether or not they could avoid a dissolu- | 


until Government decided 
tion. By June 2nd the Government had 
strong hopes that the opposition raised | 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham would come to a 
Not until | 
they were satisfied that they could carry 
the that date 


would they attempt to fill the vacant 


head or would be withdrawn. 


on Government alter 


post of Junior Lord of the Treasury. | 
It was hardly reasonable to expect the | 
Government to fill the post now, because 
they would have to call upon one of 
their hon, friends to spend £1,000. or 
£1,500 to contest a by-election with | 
every probability of losing the seat. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) | 
said there was another point in the 
matter. 
Lord of the Treasury for two months, 


They had been without a Junior 


but they had managed to get on with- 

out him, and the country had been | 

saving all that time at the rate of £1,000 

per annum. Was there any use in 

continuing the appointment ¢ He was_ 

informed that when a gentleman was | 
Mr, Dalzd. 


come out of evil if this Ministry, which 
to 


make a death-bed repentance and do 


had wasted so much money, were 
away with the office of Junior Lord of 


the Treasury. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


NEW BILL. 


METROPOLITAN BOROUGH 
ASSOCIATION, 


Bill to remove doubts as to the legalitv 


COUNCILS 


of the payment of certain expenses by 
Councils — of 
ordered to be brought in by Captain 
Jessel, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. W. F. dD. 
Smith, Mr. Hayes Fisher, Dr. Macnamara, 


Metropolitan Boroughs, 


Mr. Buxton, Mr. Remnant, and Mr. 
Crooks. 
METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCILS 


ASSOGIATION BILL. 

«To remove doubts as to the legality 
of the payment of certain expenses by 
of 
presented accordingly, and read the first 


Councils Metropolitan Boroughs,” 


to be read a second time upon 


[Bill 


time ; 
Tuesday next, and to be printed. 
208.] 


Adjourned at nine minutes after 
Twelve o'clock, 








revision by the Member. 


A tmedecates 


= 


oe . 
) at the commencement of a Spee 


7 


Asterisk 


An 





See So 


“— 


Ol 


ill 








| 





ech imdicutes revision by the Member. 


# 


"aL. 
s 


- —~ — — * 
(FY) at the commencement of a 


sterish 


i~ 
i 


3 


1469 


Returns, 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 10th May, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
MR. SPEAKER'S ABSENCE. 


The House being met, the Clerk at 
the Table informed the House of the 
unavoidable absence of Mr. SPEAKER 


{10 May 1905} 





owing to continued indisposition. | 

| 

Whereupon Mr. James WiLLiam Low- | 

HER, the Chairman of Ways and Means, 

proceeded to the Table, and, after Prayers, 

took the Chair as-Deputy Speaker, pur- 
suant to the Standing Order. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill. “ To confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government 
Board relating to Abergavenny, Atherton, 
Keighley, Richmond (Surrey), and Whis- 
ton (Rural),” presented by Mr. Grant 
Lawson; supported by Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four; read the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 209.] 


PETITIONS. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from  Brims; 
Edinburgh (two); Glasgow (five); North 
Walls; Paisley (three); Partick; Spring- 
burn; Whiteinch; and Zetland; to he 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
(SUNDAY) BILL. 
Petitions in favour; from Birming- 
ham; and Probus; to le upon the 
Table. 


WOMEN’S ENFRANCHISEMENT BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Kirkintil- 
lochf; Oxford and Sheffield ; Stockport ; 





and? West Renfrewshire; to lie upon 
the$Table. 


VOL. CXLY. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
BRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). 

Copy presented, of Statute made by the 
Governing Body of St. John’s College, 
Oxford, on 20th January, 1905, amending 
Statutes III. and XVI. of the Statutes of 
the College [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 157.] 


NATIONAL DEBT. 

Copy presented, of Return showing (1) 
the Aggregate Gross Liabilities of the 
State as represented by the Nominal 
Funded Debt, Estimated Capital Liability 
in respect of Terminable Annuities, Un- 
funded Debt, and other Liabilities in 
respect of Debt, the Estimated Assets, 
and the Exchequer balances at the close 
of each financial year from 1835-6 to 
1904-5, both inclusive ; and (2) the Gross 
and Net Expenditure charged annually 
during that period against the Public 
Revenue on account of the National Debt, 
and other Payments connected with 
Capital Liabilities (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper [C. 2065] of Session 
1904) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACTS, 1859 AND 1876 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 4th May, 1905, declaring Yunnan-fu 
and Tengyveh to be unhealthy places 
within the meaning of The Superannua- 
tion Act, 1876 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RAILWAY RETURNS (PRELIMINARY 
STATEMENT). 

Copy presented, of Return relating to 
the Railways of the United Kingdom for 
the year 1904 (Preliminary Statement) 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ARMY. 


Copy presented, of Return of Stores 
and Supplies despatched to South Africa 
during the period 1899-1901 destroved 
locally [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3367 and 3368 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Questions. 


Postage on Parcels addressed in Irish. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he will explain why parcels 
addressed in Irish are sureharged to 
letter post rate by a recent rule of the 
Post Office; and whether private in- 
structions are issued to Post Office 
authorities directing that such surcharges 
be made and that the parcels be delayed 
as much as possible. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) There is 
no tule such 
Member describes, nor have any such 
instructions been issued. 


Moyvore Postmastership. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §8.): To | 


ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that on the recommendation of 


Lieutenant-Colonel Digby, Ballinacuna, | 


Moyvore, county Westmeath, a_ police 
constable named O'Hara was appointed 
to the charge of the Moyvore Post Office ; 
whether he is aware that on the death 
some five months ago of Mr. 8. Forbes, 


the then postmaster of Moyvore, his | 
widow and one of his daughters took | 


charge of the Moyvore Post Office and 
gave satisfaction; and whether, in view 
of the fact that there has been no com- 
plaint against the management of the 


post office by these people, he will ex- | 
plain why they should be disturbed, and | 
also if itis usual for police officers to | 


hold such appointments. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The hon. | 
Member is mistaken in thinking that Mr. | 


O’Hara was recommended to me by 
Colonel Digby. 


and of all the candidates were considered, 
and the conclusion was come to that 
Mr. O’Hara was the best suited for the 


appointment, and he was appointed on | 


the condition that he should retire from 
the Royal Irish Constabulary, 


The Engrossing Staff of the Sasine Office, 
Edinburgh. 
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On the occurrence of | 
the vacancy, the claims of Mrs. Forbes 
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member of the engrossing staff in the 
Sasine Office, Edinburgh, has, at the age 
/of seventy-five, after thirty-three years 
service, become incapacitated for work, 
and now is dependent for support on a 
small weekly allowance from a benefit 
| society composed of members of that 
| staff; and whether, in view of this state 
of matters ina branch of Government. 
-employment, will the Government be 
| prepared to consider the adoption of 


Questions. 








ei, 


/means whereby the engrossing staff may | 


be put on a footing more in accord with 
'the rules of employment recognised in 
| public service. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
/member of the Sasine Office staff to 
whom the hon. Member presumably re- 
\fers is eligible on retirement for a 
gratuity in terms of a Minute issued by 
the Secretary for Scotland after consul- 
tation with the Treasury on 14th Sep- 
tember, 1893, when the position of the 
engrossing staff was fully considered. I 
may add that the gentleman in question 
has, through not being a member of the 
establishment of the Civil Service, had 
the advantage of continuance of service 
at the full rate of pay he was competent 
to earn for ten years beyond the age of 
sixty-five, which is the ordinary age 
limit. His application for a gratuity has 
just been received. 


Defective Water Supply in Island of 
Lewis Public Schools. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord-Advoeate if he will state 
the number of public schools in the 
|Tsland of Lewis for which the water 
‘supply is defective. 


‘informed that there are twenty-two 
schools in the Lewis in which the water 
supply is defective. 


Unemployed Workmen. 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether the promised Report of 
the Central Mansion House Committee 
on the Unemployed, and the Return, Un- 
‘employed Relief Expenditure (London), 


| 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) 1 am 


/will be made public before the Second | 





Mr. JAMES HOPE (Fife, W.): To ask | Reading of the Workmen’s Employment | 


the Lord-Advocate if he is aware that a/ Bill. 
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Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) I re- 
gret that Iam not ina position to give 
my hon. friend the information for which 
he asks, 


Worsthorne Council School, Lancashire. 

Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether he is aware 
that a Board, now a council, school has 
existed in Worsthorne, Lancashire, for 
many years, and is still a recognised 
working and necessary school under the 
Education Acts, and that an attempt is 
being made to bring about the closing of 
the council school and to leave the in- 
habitants no school for their children to 
attend but a Church of England school ; 
and, if so, whether the Board of Educa- 
tion will make inquiry into the matter 
and enter into communication with the 
Lancashire education authority, with the 
view of preventing the closing of a school 
which is required in order to afford a 
choice of schools to the inhabitants of 
Worsthorne. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
Worsthorne Council School is still open. 
and cannot be closed without the consent 
of the Board under Section 18 of the 
Elementary Education Act of 1870. No 
application for such consent has yet 
been received from the Lancashire local 
education authority, and until it is there 
“ppears to be no ground for the interven- 
tion of the Board, 


Meeting of the Postal Union—-Reduction 
of Postage to the Continent. 

Str THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s) : To ask the Postmaster- 
(reneral if he will state when and where 
the next meeting of the Postal Union 
will take place ; and whether efforts will 
be made to secure a reduction in the rate 
of postage from this country to the 
Continent. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
Postal Union Congress which was to 
have met at Rome this spring, has been 
deferred, and Iam not yet aware when 
it will meet. The rates of postage for 
correspondence passing between countries 
of the union generally will be fully dis- 
cussed ; but I canuot at present pledge 
myself as to the attitude which the 
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British delegates will be instructed to 
take. 


Questions. 


Postal Rates for Printed Matter 
to Canada. 

Str THOMAS DEWAR: To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether, with a 
view to facilitate the circulation of 
newspapers and periodicals to Canada, 
he can arrange for reduced postal rates 
from this country, especially taking into 
‘consideration the facilities afforded by 
the United States for the transmission 
of printed matter to Canada and the 
fact that the postal rates from Canada 
to the United Kingdom are less than 
the British rates to Canada. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
reasons for not taking the course sug- 
gested by the hon. Member were fully 
explained by me to a deputation recently, 
and I shall be pleased to furnish the 
hon. Member with a report of the 
remarks I then made. 


Postage on Assessment Notices. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : To 
| ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
'contemplates issuing an order to raise 
ithe stamp on assessment notices from a 
|halfpenny to a penny; and whether, 
| before doing so, he will consider the 
expense which this will entail on local 
| authorities. 

| (Answered by Lord Stanley.) Before 
| the Ist of January, 1904, local authorities 
had the privilege of sending notices hy 
halfpenny post under certain conditions, 
and probably the assessment notices to 
which the hon. Member refers were so 
sent. As, however, I informed the hon. 
Member for Ross and Cromarty yester- 
day,f under the present regulations which 
came into force on the date mentioned, 
the only public officers who are entitled 
to send notices (other than those which 
come within the postal definition of a 
‘‘cireular’’?) by the halfpenny post are 
officers of a Court of justice. 








Split Duties in the Central Telegraph 
ffice, London. 
Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether, 





+t See page 1330. 


ie) 
= 
bo 








1475 


in view of the fact that the Tweedmouth 
Committee stated that split duties 
weighed very heavily upon the postal 
staff, and that every effort should be 
made to abolish them by a readjust- 
ment and redistribution of duties, he 
will state whether he is considering 
proposals for the constitution of these 
duties in the Central Telegraph Office, 
London; and, if so, whether he will 
refuse to sanction the suggestions. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The view 
of the Tweedmouth Committee was that 
at the chief offices in London split duties 
might weigh very heavily on the staff 
and should be abolished as far as possible. 
Effect has been given to this view, and 
I have no intention of establishing such 
duties in the Central Telegraph Office. 
At the same time the Committee recog- 
nised that the conditions were different 
in the provinces (except at some of the 
larger towns), and they contemplated 
the continuance of split duties at offices 
where the pressure would be less severe. 


Treasury Regulations for the Annual 

Drawings of the new Exchequer Bonds. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will he issue as a Parliamentary Paper, 
or place copies in the Vote Office, of the 
Treasury regulations for the annual 
drawings of the new Exchequer bonds; 
and will the first million so drawn be 
paid off on 18th April, 1906. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The regulations contemplated by the 
Finance Bill will be drawn when the 
Bill has passed. They will be made 
public in the ordinary course as statutory 
rules, and copies can be made available 
for the House. As announced in the 
prospectus of the loan, the first million 
of the Exchequer bonds will be paid off 
on the 18th April, 1906. 


Ballyshannon Union Nurses. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland how many nuns are acting as 
paid nurses in the Ballyshannon Union, 
county Donegal; is he aware that one 
of the nuns who was in charge left off 


duty,on 14th February last and has not , 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1476 


returned since; and, if so, will he say if 
she has sent in her resignation, and, if 
so, on what date; who is the nurse in 
charge at present; and on what date 
was she appointed. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Three 
nuns are employed as paid nurses in th» 
infirmary of the Ballyshannon werk- 
house. The Local Government Board 
have no information to show that one 
of these nuns has vacated her position, 
either temporarily or permanently. The 
fever hospital nurse obtained a week’s 
leave of absence at the date mentioned, 
but she is not a nun. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Military Expenditure in South Africa. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War can he now state the total of the 
military expenditure in South Africa for 
1904-5, and its estimated amount for 
1905-6, corresponding to the total of that 
expenditure of £7,760,653, shown to 
have been incurred in 1903-4; and can 
he state approximately the additional 
military expenditure incurred in 1903-4, 
1904-5, and 1905-6, estimated re- 
spectively in respect of headquarter 
administrative expenses, deferred jay, 
and recruiting expenses, non-effective 
charges, and expenditure under the 
Military Works Acts. 


*ToeE FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromtiey 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield) : The 
estimated figures for 1904-5 and 1905-6, 
corresponding to the figure of £7,760,653 


for 1903-4 are £2,900,009 and £2,400,000 


respectively, exclusive of the value of 
stores for which figures are not yet 
available. The figures for expenditure 
under the Military Works Acts are, so far 
as they are available, in 1903-4 £1,424,000 
and 1904-5 £1,191,000, as given in the 


reply to the Question recently put by | 
the hon. Member. It would hardly be | 


possible to estimate how much of the 


expenditure on headquarter administra- | 


tion and on the other items mentioned 


t See page 819, 
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can be at ributed to South Africa, and 1| and particulirly to the complete change 
could not undertake to give any approxi-|in the class‘fication of iron and iron 
mate figures. alloys and wares, which increeses the 
| duties on manufactured articles according 

Sandhurst Cadets. to the amount of labour expended on 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to | them; and, if so, whether, in view of its 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he | effect on the British iron and steel in- 
can say whether complaints have been | dustry, he will sav what action he 


Questions. Questions. 


made to the War Office in regard to 


fur duty during the past six months from 
that cause. 


reply toa previous Question, I informed 
my hon. triend that matters of this sort 
are dealt with by the Commandant, with 
whose dis:retion I am not prepared to 
interfere. 


Primary Education in India. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 


shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 


| proposes to take. 
drunkenness among the Sandhurst cadets ; | 
and, if so, how many cadets were unfit | 
| TARY to roe BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
| Bonar 
| Representations with regard to the 
*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: In | 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 


Law, Glasgow, Blackiriars) : 
‘effect on British trade of the new 
| German tariff, including the duties on 
| iron and steel manufactures thereof, have 
| already been addressed to the German 
_Government on the lines of the Report 
| of the Commercial Intelligence Committee 
| (Appendix D. to Cd. 2044 of 1904). I 
|fear that no useful purpose would be 
iserved by further representations at the 
present stage. 


S ate for India whether he will state | 


what is the total increase in the number 


of schools and the number of school- | 
voing children resulting from the grant | 
for primary education of last year; and | 
whether the same system of distribution | 
will be followed with regard to the) 


25 lakhs of rupees provided for the same 
purpose in the present Budget. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The educational statistics for the 
vear 1904-5 have not yet been received, 
and in their absence it is not pcssible to 
give the figures asked for in the first 
paragraph of the Question. The special 
grant to provincial funds for primary 
education in the Budget for 1905-6 is 
35, not 25, lakhs of rupees, and it has 
been distributed between the several 
provinces as follows :—Bengal, 10 lakhs ; 
Madras, 6 ; Bombay, 5; United Provinces, 
6; Punjab, 3; Burma, 2; Central Pro- 
vinces and Berar, 2; Assam, 1; total, 
33 lakhs. 


Revised German Tariff. 
Cotone, SADLER (Middlesbrough) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
drawn to the new revised German tariff, 





+ See page 818. 


' Terms of Treaty with the Mullah. 

Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is now in a 
position to inform the House of the terms 
ot the treaty recently concluded with the 
Mullah. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Eazl Percy, 
Kensington, S.): The provisional agree- 
ment signed at Berbera was, in substance, 
of the same character as that concluded 
by Monsieur Pestalozza, the provisions of 
which were announced by Signor Tittoni 
in the Chamber of Deputies, and correctly 
reported in The Times of April 15th. In 
so far as that treaty concerns this countrv, 
there are a few small points which still 
require elucidation and with regard to 
which we are in communication with the 
Italian Government. 





Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall. 
Camborne): Can the noble Lord state 
where the Mullah now is? 


Eart PERCY: He is in Italian terri- 
tory. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked when 


the House might expect to have copies 
of the agreement. 
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Eart PERCY: The agreement will be 
laid on the Table as soon as the explana- 
tions are received from the Italian 
Government. 


Cuestions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then has 
not the treaty been concluded in conse- 
quence of the lack of explanations ? 


Eart PERCY : The provisional treaty 
has been concluded. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Can We have 
that ? 


Eart PERCY: There can be no object 
in laying the provisional agreement. It 
isfmerely the Italian agreement in a 
short form. 


Scottish Church Dispute. 

Mr. WALLACE (Perth): I beg to ask 
the Lord-Advocate whether he is aware 
that interdict has been applied for in 
regard to the West United Free Church, 
Perth, where, out of a membership of 
over 700, only three have joined the legal 
Free Church ; and whether he will take 
steps to accelerate the introduction of the 
promised Scottish Churches Bill. 


THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): I am 
aware that interdict has been applied for 
in the case of the church mentioned. I 
have no accurate knowledge as to the 
number of members of this congregation 
belonging to the United Free Church or 
the Free Church. [hope there will be no 
delay with regard to the promised Bill. 


Irish Teachers’ Pension Fund. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether he will appoint a small 
Committee to inquire into the Irish 
Teachers’ Pension fund, the adequacy of 
the present capital and Government con- 
tribution, the necessity or otherwise of 
increasing the pensions given, and of 
altering the conditions required for 
getting pension. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr.Vicror CavENDIsSH, 
Derbyshire, W.): I cannot see any 
sufficient reason for appointing a Com- 
mittee until the results of the quinquen- 
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nial valuation, which is to be held at the 
close of this year, are known. 


Questions. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: But 
could not a small Committee get the facts 
together? It is a most difficult sub- 
ject. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: 
consider that. 


I will 


Moyvore Postmastership. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : Ibeg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that on the recommendation of 
Lieutenant-Colonel Digby, Ballinacuna, 
Moyvore, county Westmeath, a police 
constable named O’Hara was appointed 
to the charge of the Moyvore Post Office ; 
whether he is aware that on the death 
some five months ago of Mr. 8. Forbes, 
the then postmaster of Moyvore, his 
widow and one of his daughters took 
charge of the Moyvore Post Office and 
gave satisfaction ; and whether, in view 
of the fact that there has been no com- 
plaint against the management of the 
post office by these people, he will explain 
why they should be disturbed, and also 
if it is usual for police officers to hold 
such appointments. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SranLeEy, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
The hon. Member is mistaken in thinking 
that Mr. O’ Hara was recommended to me 
by Colonel Digby. On the occurrence of 
the vacancy, the claims of Mrs. Forbes 
and of all the candidates were considered, 
and the conclusion was come to that 
Mr. O’Hara was the best suited for the 
appointment, and he was appointed on 
the condition that he should retire from 
the Royal Irish Constabulary. 


Postage on Parcels addressed in Irish. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
will explain why parcels addressed in 
Irish are surcharged to letter post rate 
by a recent rule of the Post Office; and 
whether private instructions are issued 
to Post Office authorities directing that 
such surcharges be made and that the 
parcels be delayed as much as possible. 
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Lorp STANLEY: There is no rule 
such as that which the hon. Member de- 
scribes, nor have any such instructions 
been issued, 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: IfI send 
the noble Lord definite facts will he take 
some steps to see that the Post Office 
officials do not repeat this conduct ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I am glad to hear 
from the hon. Member, but I may tell 
him beforehand I know perfectly well 
the case he will bring forward. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: And I 
know beforehand that the Answer the 
noble Lord will give will not be correct. 


Irish National Schools. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
Rule 127 (b) of the National Commis- 
sioners has been withdrawn or modified : 
and, if modified, what is the present form 
of the rule. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Water Lone, Bristol, 8.) : 
I beg to refer to my reply to the Question 
of the hon. Member for Kilkenny, put on 
Thursday last. 


Mr. THOMAS O’*DONNELL: Can 
the right hon. Gentleman give me the 
purport of that Answer ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That at the 
last meeting of the National Board of 
Hducation certain modifications were 
unanimously agreed to and that they 
had been forwarded to the Treasury. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): What is the 


objection to making them public now ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I cannot say. 
I was under the impression that the 
modifications were generally approved. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Have the Treasury signified their ap- 
proval 2 


Mr. WALTER LONG : 
had the answer yet. 


I have not 





t See page 929. 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that this was a matter of great 
importance to the people of Ireland. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would see that the modifications were 
made public before they were approved 
by the Treasury. Why should there 
be secrecy or any hugger-mugger about 
the work of the National Board ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he was not 
aware, personally, of any reason; he was 
not responsible for the proceedings of 
the National Board, but would make 
inquiry. 


Irish Labourers’ Cottages—-Single Men’s 
Claims. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if his attention has been 
called to the resolution passed by 
the Delvin Rural District Council, on 
April 21st last, in reference to obser- 
vations made by the Local Government 
inspector, at a recent inquiry under the 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts, to the effect 
that the Local Government Board would 
not sanction the building of houses for 
single men except under very special 
circumstances; if he is aware that a 
number of the applicants at the inquiry 
were unmarried men between twenty-one 
and thirty-five years of age, who mostly 
lived in overerowded houses and were 
anxious to get cottages before getting 
married ; and will he say if it is the rule 
or practice of the Local Government 
Board to refuse to sanction cottages for 
single men, and ii he can state what 
statute sanctions such rule or practice. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The resolu- 
tion has not been received. The fact 
that an applicant for a labourer’s cottage 
is unmarried is not a bar to the grant of 


‘a cottage if it be shown that other 


members of his family are living with, 
and dependent upon, him and thet the 
house occupied by the family has been 
condemned as unfit for human habitation. 
Under the Labourers Act, localauthorities 
are not bound to provide cottages for 
people about to marry. 


Mr. HAYDEN: But have the Local 
Government Board given instructions to 
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its inspectors, when holding inquiries, to 
reject the claims of unmarried men ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
notice of that. 


I must have 


Mr. HAYDEN: It is the very Question 
on the Paper. 


Goff Estate, County Roscommon. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland why a letter addressed to the 
Estates Commissioners last October by 
Michael Gilleran, Maggie Gilleran, Patrick 
Gilleran, Patrick Kelly, Thomas Burke, 
Patrick Moran, and Michael Nolan, 
relative to an agreement entered into 
with them by Mr. Holmes, agent of the 
Goff Estate, Kennity, county Roscommon, 
when the above-named tenants arranged 
to buy under the Land Purchase Act, 
1903, has not been answered; and 
whether the Commissioners will proceed 
at once to investigate the claims of the 
tenants for the carrying out of the 
agreement on which they purchased, 
namely, that Mr. Holmes should have 
fourteen acres of their land, which they 
state is often covered with water for 
nine months in the year, drained, so as 
to make their land of use to them; and 
will he say whether the land was ever 
inspected. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The lands in 
question have been inspected and 
reported on, but the letter referred to was 
not received until after the inspection 
had been made, and the matter, there- 
fore, is not referred to in the report. 
The facts as to the alleged agreement 
will be inquired into before the advances 
are made. 


Trinity College Leases. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received the Report of the Com- 
mission of Inquiry into the subject of 
Trinity College leases; and, if so, 
whether he can state the nature of their 
recommendations and how far it is 
intended to act upon them. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Report 
has been recently received, and is at 
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present under consideration. I cannot 
conveniently, within the limits of a reply 
to a Question, state the nature of the 
recommendations in the Report, and 
would ask my hon. friend to await its 
presentation to Parliament. 


Clonakilty Agricultural Station. 
Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if the Agricultural Department 
have recently acquired land at Clonakilty. 
in the county of Cork, for an agricultura! 
institution; if they have placed the 


‘contract for iron and other buildings 


with Messrs. Speir, of Glasgow ; if so, 
how much land has been acquired, at 
what price, what is the amount of 
Messrs. Speirs’ contract, and why was 
the same not given to an [rish firm ; 
and. when the Department intend to 
make prevision for corresponding educa- 
tional facilities in Armagh, Down, Antrim. 
or Londonderry, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart. 
ment have not purchased any land at 
Clonakilty, but a farm of 347 acres has 
been placed at their disposal for the 
purposes of an agricultural station. A 
contract for iron buildings, amounting to 
£1,859, has been placed with the firm 
mentioned, whose offer the Department 
cons‘dered the best; and a contract for 
the remainder of the work, amounting to 
£483, has been given toa local contractor. 
The Department are not aware that 
there is any Irish firm which makes ; 
speciality of the construction of iron 
buildings. Provision for agricultura! 
instruction is being made at Ballyhaise. 
county Cavan, but the Department are 
at present unable to state when like 
provision will be made for the other 
Ulster counties named. The matter, 
however, Is engaging their attention, and 
they look forward to increasing in duc 
time the number of these stations. 


House of Commons—Members’ Writing 
Room. 

CoLoneL WELBY (Taunton): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the growing 
practice of Members turning down chair= 
to reserve places at the writing tables, 


while not using them at all or only at 
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long intervals, is causing much incon- 
venience in the limited accommodation 
of the Libraries of the House; and 
whether he can see his way to recom- 
mending the appointment, discontinued 
since 1857, of a Library Committee to 
make rules like as the Kitchen Committee 
does for the dining-rooms. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) replied that 
this was not a matter within his Depart- 
ment, but if the hon. Member would wait 
till the return of Mr. Speaker, who was 
unfortunately absent from ill health, he 
would consult as to what could be done. 


Importation of Alien-made Goods. 
Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether it is the policy of the Govern- 
ment to take steps for the exclusion from 
this country of alien-made goods, as well 
as of alien persons, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The policy of 
this country is not to exclude aliens, but 
to exclude undesirable aliens; and we do, 
as a matter of fact, exclude undesirable 
goods. 


Mr. BLACK: Then is the Government 
in favour of free imports ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not of undesir- 


able goods. 


The Aliens Bill. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Ibeg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, having regard to the protective 
character of the Aliens Bill, and to his 
pledge that nothing should be done to 
advance the policy of protection during 
the present Parliament, he intends to 
proceed with the further stages of the 
Bill. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
»ool, Exchange): Before the Question is 
answered, I desire to call the attention 
of the First Lord of the Treasury to its 
terms, and to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether there is any ground for the 
statement that the Aliens Bill has been 
declared to be of a protective character, 
and whether such a declaration has been 
made by the Government or by any 
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‘person authorised to speak on behalf of 


the Government. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
whether it will be necessary to answer 
the Question of my hon. friend behind 
me. It is sufficient to say I do not con- 
sider that the exclusion of lunatics and 
other undesirable aliens is a branch of 
the fiscal question. 


Mr. LOUGH: Does not the right 
hon, Gentleman think the Member for 
West Birmingham is authorised to declare 
what the nature of his own policy is, and 
has he noticed the declaration of the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, who is a 
member of the Cabinet, that the Aliens 
Bill will put an end to a condition of 
things which displaces British labour. 


Mr. A.¥J. BALFOUR: The reasons 
why I desire to proceed with the measure 
were fully stated by me on the Second 
Reading. Ido not think it is necessary 
for me in an Answer across the floor of 
the House to add anything to that state- 
ment. 


Mr. LOUGH: 
not 
declaration of a 
Cabinet ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
Member will put that down on the Paper I 
will answer it to-morrow. 


But is the right hon. 
responsible for the 
member of his own 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 5.) : 
Js the right hon. Gentleman responsible 
for anything ? 

PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 

Second Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, ETC.- 
CONTINUANCE BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. JErrreYs (Hampshire, N.), in the 
Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) said he wished to move an 
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Amendment to except from the operation 
of the Bill one of the Acts referred to in 
it, namely, the Tithe Rent-Charge Rates 
Act, 1899. This was a Bill of an entirely 
different character to the Agricultural 
Rating Act. It concerned a different 
part of the community to the farmers 
and the agricultural interest. It 
referred to the tithe rent-charge which 
was paid to the clergy of the Church of 
England. It was relief given to the 
clergy of the Church of England, at the 
expense of the general ratepayer, by the 
remission of a large part of the rates 
upon their tithes. When the Bill was 
introduced it was opposed from his 
side of the House as vigorously—and with 
additional reason—as was the Agricul- 
tural Rates Act. It was alleged in 
support of the Bill by the Government 
that the clergy of the Church of England 
were, in many parts and in the rural 
districts especially, very poor, and that 
they deserved consideration at the hands 
of the country, that their rates were 
rising on the tithe rent-charge and that 
out of consideration for them a large 
part of those rates ought to be remitted. 
The measure was opposed on the ground 
that the Church of England was the 
richest Church in the world, that it was 
a Church which from the private sub- 
scriptions of its supporters ought to have 
been able to make good any deficiencies 
which might occur owing to the larger 
charges on the rent-charges resulting 
trom the rise of rates, Thev point:d out 
that the original tithes, of which the 
commuted tithe rent-charge was the 
direct successor, were, in the first instance, 
given very largely to the poor, but that 
as time went on they became devoted 
more exclusively to the Church, and it 
was urged that in view of that fact, and 
in view also of the fact that at the time 
of the passing of the Tithes Commutation 
Act the question of the amount of rates 
paid on the tithe was taken into consider- 
ation, and the amount was decided in 
view of those facts—it was urged that the 
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|the amount of the tithe, the rates 
| throughout the rural districts were actu- 
ally higher on the average than they now 
were. The rates at that time averaged 
3s. 8d. in the £., and certainly in rural 
districts they were not more than 2s. 6d. 
before the passing of the Education Act 
and taking into consideration that Act 
they could not possibly be above 3s. in 
the £. It appeared to them it would 
have been better for the clergy of the 
Church of England to have relied on the 
voluntary efforts of those who supported 
them, as did the ministers of other 
churches throughout the country. It 
might be pointed out that there was an 
additional reason in the last few years 
for revising the decision which the House 
of Commons then came to. and that was, 
that since the last Agricultural Rates 
Cont nuance Act—which included this 
Bill—was passed the Education Act of 
1902 had been put on the Statute-book, 
by which the Church of England had 
been relieved of a very large part of 
those subscriptions which they formerly 
devoted to their schools, and which 
might now, with advantage, be handed 
over to the clergy. Lastly, he would 
point out in reference to the Bill, that 
while it professed to be a Bill for the 
relief of poor Clergy, it distributed some- 
thing like £100,000 broadcast among the 
Church of England clergy, and the greater 
part of that money did not go to the 
poorest clergymen, Like the Agricul- 
tural Rates Act, it was indiscriminate in 
its relief, and it really did not assist 
those who most needed help. The 
relief given under it was a gift from the 
general taxpayers’ pocket to a particular 
class, and as such they objected to it, 
and In opposition to it as such he begged 
to move his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 6, after the word ‘effect,’ 
to insert the words ‘except in respect of The 
Tithe Rent-Charge (Rates) Act, 1899.’ ”°—(Vr. 
Trevelyan. ) 


clergy ought to have been content to goon | 


paving charges which had been borne up 
to that time by the tithe they were 
drawing. 


As a matter of fact, when the Tithe 
Commutation Act was passed and when 
the arrangement was made which fixed 

Mr. Trevelyan. 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeRaLp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central) said he was 
astonished that this Motion should have 


oy 
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been placed on the Paper. They had 
a whole day’s discussion on the Second 
Reading of the Bill, and, as far as he 
could remember, the question of exclud- 
ing the Tithe Rent-Charge Act was not | 
once meNtioned in the course of that 
debate, yet the hon. Member now came 
down to the House, and without the 
slightest notice proposed that that Act 
should be excluded from the operation 
of the Bill. The hon. Member had given no 
reason for his Amendment, or, at any 
rate, he had heard absolutely none, 
except the single one that by the Edu- 
ation Act of 1902 so much had been 
lone for the schools of the Church of 
“ngland that less subscriptions than 
heretofore would be expected from the 
supporters of that Church. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: No; what I in- 
tended to convey Was that the voluntary 
subscriptions which previously went to the 
schools might very well now be given to 
the clergy. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he did 
not think that that very much improved 
the position. Did the hon. Member 
seriously suggest to the House that the 
ergy of the Church of England ought 
n future to be made more dependent 
than heretofore upon the subscriptions 
of their parishioners. They had not 
litherto derived their income from that 
source and they, on that side of the 
House at any rate, were not prepared for 
one moment to support the idea. He 
would like to remind the House in 
connection with this proposal that the 
Act which the hon. Member was léd to 
exclude was based on the Report of a 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire 
into the question of local taxation, and 
that one of the members of that Commis- 
sion who differed from his colleagues on 
almost every other subject agreed with 
them that tithe rent-charge attached to 
benefices should enjoy the same privileges 
as agricultural land. He might, too, 
remind the Committee that tithe rent- 
charge had already been included, to- 
gether with agricultural land, in the 
exemptions from rating under the Public 
Health Acts. It was, in fact, treated on 
the same footing as agricultural land, 
and he failed to see any reason whatever 
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why such an exception should be made 
as had been proposed. He trusted the 
Committee would reject the Amendment 
of the hon. Member. 


Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) said that 
the Amendment was moved for reasons 
which the House fully appreciated, and 
that the question of tithe rent-charge had 
been imported for a specific reason, 
although it was very remote from the 
subject-matter of the Bill. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: It is in the Bill. 


Mr. PURVIS said the Bill, the renewal 
of which they were discussing, was most 
carefully debated when it was originally 
before the House, and he remembered 
that in 1896. for no less that twenty-one 
hours at a stretch, the House was engaged 
in discussing it. The question of tithe 
rent-charge, like many other questions 
connected with local taxation, was too 
remote for a practical House like the 
Mother of Parliaments to attend to at 
that moment. Times had changed verv 
much since 1896, when they discussed the 
Agricultural Rates Act. Since then a 
Royal Commission had given its Report, 
and he submitted that the most practical 
thing they cou'd do would be to act on 
the specific recommendations of that 
Commission without allowing this red 
herring to be drawn across the trail. He 
did not wish to say anything objectio.- 
able, but he might use an expression 
which he had heard in the North, and tell 
the hon. Member that he must put his 
red herring into his pocket. The 
Committee had met that day for a specific 
object, and in thes times, when revolution 
was in the air in regard to ideas of land 
taxation, it would be an appalling and 
even a disastrous thing to allow what was 
already the law of the land to be thus 
changed. It would be most inexpedient 
and unworkmanlike for the Committee to 
allow itself to be drawn aside in the 
immediate presence of a great revolution 
in regard to rates and taxes by allowing 
this Amendment to be passed. It would 
make confusion worse confounded if 
any such thing were permitted, and he 
was quite convinced that hon. Members 
on that side of the House knew fall 
well what the reasons were which in- 
duced hon. Members opposite to bring 
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forward such an Amendment. It was 
simply intended to promote sectarian 
and Party purposes. 


Lorp EDMUND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said he really could 
not understand why the President of the 
Local Government Board and the hon. 
Member for Peterborough had expressed 
such extreme horror and astonishment at | 
the action of the hon. Member for Elland | 
in moving his Amendment \ithout | 
notice. Naturally they disagreed with 
its object, but the hon. Member had acted 
entirely in accordance with practice, and 
he failed to see why special complaint 
should be made against him. With 
regard to the Amendment, he-thought it | 
was fair to argue that tithe rent-charge | 
in its essential elements differed from the | 
— hereditaments which had enjoyed 

the benetit of these exemptions, and that | 
the laity of the Church of England should | 
be asked to do more than they now did 
to support their own clergy, after the 
manner of the Nonconformists. A Bishop | 
of the Church of England made a speech | 
only the other day in which he declared 
that the comparison between the volun- | 
tary subscriptions to the Church of Eng- | 
land and to other denominations should | 
make the laity of the Church of England | 
ashamed of themselves. 





Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) | 
said the noble Lord had declared it was | 
the right of any Member to move an | 
Amendment which was in order when it | 
pleased him. Of course it was, but his | 
complaint was that the hon. Member for | 
Elland had taken an extremely unusual | 
course. Nobody would deny that. 


the larger number of Members opposite, 
and to which a certain number of | 
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thought were absolutely futile. No doubt 
it was true that when the Bill was intro- 
duced in the first instance the opposition 
to the proposal regarding tithe rent- 
charge was as great and as bitter as to 
the Agricultural Rating Act itself. But he 
did not consider that a sufficient reason for 
continuing the opposition to the Bill now. 
Then another reason advanced was that 
this was the richest Church in the whole 
world. He was not sure of that fact, but 
he was sure that the revenues derived 


|from this particular source had fallen 


enormously in late years, and, therefore, 
that reason lost force. He sincerely 


| trusted that the hon. Member would not 


persevere with an Amendment which, to 
his mind, was uncalled for in the extreme. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 


said he was surprised to hear the right 


hon. Gentleman the Member for Sleaford 
| preach the doctrine that an Amendment 
in Committee ought to be given notice 
the Committee stage was 
reached. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I did not say that: 
I said nothing of the kind. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: You en- 
dorsed the complaint that had been 
made of the way in which the Amend- 
ment had been brought forward. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I said that, under 
the circumstances which I specified, the 
course adopted by the hon. Member was 
/ unusual in the extreme, and I do not 
think that that can be denied. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he 
thought it was very usual indeed to 
Amendment in Committee 
without giving any notice of it. He 


Amendments had been on the Paper for | had even seen the Government bring 


some days, \et at the last moment they | 
had sprung upon them an Amendment | 
with reference toa matter to which no) 


allusion was made in the course of the | 


Second Reading debate, He thought that 
under the circumstances the criticisms cf 
the President of the Loca! Government 
Board were perfectly legitimate. 
right hon. friend had said that only one 
reason had been advanced in support of | 
the Amendment, but as a matter of fact | 
there were two others which he personally 


Mr. Purvis. 


His 


forward proposals in regard to the 
Standing Orders of that House without 
/any notice whatever. There were occa- 
sions on which notice could not be given. 
As a matter of fact, hon. Members often 
did not examine Bills until the day they 
were coming on for discussion ; and it 
was perfectly conceivable that the hon. 
Member who moved this Amendment 
only thought of it as he came into the 
| House that afternoon. But, apart from 
the merits of the Amendment, he had 
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objected because it was a very special 
instance of illusive, referential legislation. 
It proposed to renew one Act, but, as a 
matter of fact, it would actually renew 
four other Acts, and thus they would 
be renewing in one Bill—in one very 
short clause of four lines — five Acts 
of Parliament altogether. So far as he 
could see, there was no reason why 
the hon. Member should not move 
toexcept the other Acts. It certainly was 
putting the House in a very awkward 
position in calling on it to discuss five 
Acts when only one was actually before it 
in the Bil. Again, he ventured to point 
out that every one of these five Acts was 
founded upon an absolutely false system of 
finance, because the payments in respect 
of them were obtained by anticipation, 
and every farthing was excluded from 
the national accounts. This raised a 
very large financial question. The parti- 
cular amount which would be affected by 
the operation of this Bill was compara- 
tively small. Reference to the Finance 
Act would show that probably about 
£1,500,000 was paid in respect of the 
Agricultural Rates Act in the year 
1894, in addition to £119,000 in connec- 
tion with the tithe rent-charge. But his 
objection applied to the manner in which 
the money was raised, because it was 
most unconstitutionally intercepted from 
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Acts of this nature prevented them 
dealing with much more serious ques- 
tions which were becoming most pressing, 
and he hoped that the attention of the 
Government would be given to them. 
In regard to these particular Acts the 
principle had been agreed to long ago, it 
had twice been approved by the House 
and he, therefore, agreed with the right 
hon. Gentleman behind him that the Act 
ought to again be renewed. He could 
not, however, allow it to be renewed 
without making one more protest against 
the evil which Bills of this nature pro- 
duced. He protested against them as 
illusive, referential legislation, and as 
perpetuating the grossly false and mis- 
leading financial system of anticipating 
revenue and not allowing it to pass into 
the Exchequer. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he under- 


_ stood that the object of the Amendment 
_was to withdraw from tithe rent-charge 


in this country the rating exemption 
it had hitherto enjoyed. The Bill 
did not apply to Ireland, although they 
had tithe rent-charge there. But the 
difference between the two countries was, 


whereas in England tithe reat-charge 


the Revenue on its way to the Exchequer. | 


He submitted that that was a most 
irregular method of raising money, for 


the Bill escaped the usual financial | 


guarantees relating to money Bills. There it went to a fund held in trust for the 


was no doubt, as the hon. Member for 
Peterborough had said, that the most 
pressing need of the day was the recon- 


went to the support of the clergy, in 
Ireland it was paid into a great public 
fund which was reserved for public uses. 
In England the rating relief was fully 
extended to the tithe rent-charge because 
it was the property of a powerful and 
influential Church; but in Ireland, because 


general benefit of the country, no such 


sti ution and recasting of the whole of | 


our rating system, and this was a conse. 
quence of their having neglected it for so 
many years, in spite of repeated promises 
from both sides of the House to attend 
to it. 


@* Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : Order, 
order! That subject is not in order in 
discussing this Amendment. 


7£Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said his desire | the Act could never be repealed. 


relief was granted to it. Under these 
circumstances there was a good deal to 
be said for the Amendment. Personally 
he took an active part with the Radical 
Party in opposing the Agricultural Rating 
Act, because he believed the principle 


‘embodied in it to be essentially vicious 
financially as well as demoralising, and 


| discussion, 


he remembered he was among those who 
were suspended in the course of the 
The evil of such an Act as 


the Agricultural Rating Act was that, 
once passed, the mischief could never be 


undone. Vested interests grew up and 


The 


was to point out that this was a most whole system of equivalent grants was 


inopportune moment for dealing with | bad ; 


and the sum they received in 


this question, because the renewal of | Ireland might be infinitely better disposed 
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of than it now was. Too much of it 
went into the pockets of the landlords. 


*THoe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! That question does not arise on 
this Amendment. 


Mr. DILLON admitted it had nothing 
to do with it, but he was explaining the 
reasons which induced him to’ support 
the Amendment, and was explaining there 
was no analogous relie’ in Ireland to that 
given to England under this Bill. 


*THeE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : But 
the hon. Gentleman has no right on this 
Amendment to discuss the system 
obtaining in Ireland. 


Mr. DILLON submitted that he was 
absolutely in order in drawing an argu- 
ment fiom the Irish system aid in 
arguing that the pr.nciple which was 
applied to Ireland should be made to 
apply to England. He would not, how- 
ever, pursue the matter further. 


* *Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) said 
he had no desire to prolong the dis- 
cussion, but he would like to point out 
that whilst hon. Gentlemen opposite did 
not appear to have very strong objection 
to this Bill the Amendment raised a very 
serious issue. Tithe rent-charge had an 
intimate connection with the question of 
agricultural land, and they could not 
separate the rating of tithe rent-charge 
from the rating on such land. To divorce 
one from the other as a subject for ex- 
emption would be to do injury to a very 
deserving and certainly not a wealthy 
class me. viz. the rural clergy. 
He was not going to discuss the question 
whether or not more should be done by 
voluntary cfiort to augment their in- 
comes; on this point he was largely in 
agreement with what had been said by 
the noble Lord. but he did wish to draw 
attention to the fact that this Amend- 
ment, if carried, would inflict a great 
hardship upon the class to whom he 
had referred, some of whom he had the 
honour to represent in that House, and 


ot 


so great a change to their detriment in | 


a Bill largely non-contentious ought 
not to be sprung upon the House in the 
way in which it had been. 


Mr. Dillon. 


1COMMONS} 


He appealed | 
to the hon. Member in the interest of | 
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the courtesies of debate not to press his 
Amendment. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) admitted the 
difficulty arising from the fact that this 
point had been raised so suddenly, out 
he thought it was going a little too fay 
to say that it showed a lack of courtes 
to the House on the part of the bo:. 
Member for Elland. It was not unusua! 
and it was not against the rules, and, 
therefore, he thought enough had been 
said upon the point. The right hon. 
Gentleman who last spoke had told them 
that they could not logically separate 
the rating of tithe from the agricultural! 
rating generally, but he believed 
the separation was already made so fa: 
as lay tithe was concerned, because the 
Bill only dealt with tithe paid to th: 
Church of England. That argument, 
therefore, fell to the ground. He wa; 
the last man in the world to desire to 
adopt a policy of pin-pricks towards the 
Church of England, and he thought that 
sometimes, perhaps, that course was 
adopted on his side of the House. He 
desired to dissociate himself entirely fron: 
it; but, on the other hand, the wors: 
thing that could be done for the Church 
was to pass special legislation of this 
character, which was felt as a hardship 
by a great many of the people of the 
country. There were other hardship, 
in connection with rating to which he 
need not refer, and this question of the 
rating of tithe might surely have bee: 
left until the larger question of rating 
was dealt with. The other dav they had 
brought before the House another rating 
question in connection with East Ham, 
and the Prime Minister in speaking on tt 
told Hast Ham that it ougit to cut iis 
coat according to its cloth. Now tha: 
argument went a very long way when 
they were dealing with the question oi 
rates, and wt might be applied to tithe as 
well as to other matters. He d.d think 
the Government had made a very grea‘ 
mistake in trying t6 pass a measure 
regarding clerical tithe without dealing 
with the whole question of rating upon a 
broad basis. ‘They were told that a 
revolution.was approaching. That wes 


‘exactly the point—the revolution took 


such a desperately long time in coming: 
He would not care if there was any chance 
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of its com‘ng within the next year or two, | tion in saying that the “poverty of the 
but he was not sure that they would get | clergy” was not the ground advanced, 


it so soon, and, because the policy of | 


relieving certain classes and omitting to 


and there was no Government of modern 


times which could push through the 


give relief to other classes was being | 


adopted, he should support his hon. 
friend if he went to a division. 


Mer. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) 
rose to make a protest against the way in 
which this Amendment had been brought 
forward. It was a very serious matter. 
The hon. Member for Elland put down an 
Amendment at the last minute, when the 


| poor. 


House had assembled under the belief | 


that they were going to discuss a totally 
different matter. The matter he charged 
himself with was a matter requiring the 
most careful study and impartial state- 
ment, and yet he furnished himself 
with all the fallacies which had been 
exploded over and over again, and 
he fired them off at the clergy of a Church 
with which his Party had no sympathy, 
making his attack under circumstances 
which rendered it almost impossible that 
justice should be done to the rural clergy 
throughout the country. But the hon. 
Member had undertaken a job which 
was too big for him. He had not really 
gone into the matter; if he had, he 
would have found that it was not a case 
of giving relief to the clergy at the ex- 
pense of the general ratepayers at all. 
The relief was given out of the Local 


House of Commons a Bill to compensate 
a number of persons because they were 
The thing was absurd on the face 
of it. The “ poverty of the clergy ” might 
have been one of the expressions used 
in the course of the debate, but it certainly 
was not the ground on which the Bill 
was brought in. The real ground was 
that as long ago as 1840 a grievance ex- 
isted about the way in which the clergy 
were rated. and that grievance was 


acknowledged by Mr. Gladstone, the 
|Poor Law Commissioners, and_ Sir 
'George Cornewall Lewis. It was 
‘one of the Kcclesiastical Commis- 


'axation Account in order that it might | 
not be taken at the expense of the otner | 
|charge should be brought out simply for 


ratepayers of the parish from which the 
tithe was drawn. The hon. Member had 
said it was alleged by the Government in 
support of the Bill that the clergy were 
very poor, and in consequence this relief 
ought to be given to them. He did not 
know where the hon. Member was at 
the time the Bill was discussed. He 
spoke very positively, but that certainly 
was not the ground on which the Bill 
was advocated by the Government. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: I remember the 
debate very well. The hon, Member is 


stating the arguments which his side | 


used. I have stated those which were 
advanced on our side. 


Mr. A. K. LOYD regretted that the hon. 
Member had so entirely lost recollection 
of what took place. He had no hesita- 


sioners who at that time insisted that 
the grievance was one which ought 
to be looked into, and when the Bill 
of 1840 was passed there was an express 
undertaking that it should be dealt with, 
but such was the helpless condition of 
the clergy that they had been swindled 
from that time to this. The clergy of 
the Church of England were not able to 
fight for themselves in a matter of this 
kind, and in consequence it was a 
notorious fact that they had had to 
submit to a gross injustice all these 
years. The old fallacy that rates were 
taken into consideration at the time of 
the commutation had been exploded 
over and over again, and he asserted it 
was a Monstrous shame that such a 


the purpose of belabouring the clergy oi 
a Church with which the hon. Gentleman 
was not in sympathy. He noticed that 
the noble Lord the Member for Cricklade 
was much more careful of the way in 
which he put the matter, for he admitted 
the difficulty of the subject. The real 
facts were that when the returns were 
sent in for the purposes of commutetion 
it was found that there were a number 


'of cases in which the tenant paid the 


rates and deducted the amount from th« 
tithe. It was true that that was brought 
into the calculation, but there was not 
one particle of truth in the assertion that 


the general question of rates was taken 
| into account. 


There was a real grievance 
in this matter. The Royal Commission 
had reported in favour of this 
relief, and consequently everything said 
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against this Bill was equally 
directed against the Royal Commission 
He protested most earnestly against 
this matter being brought forward with- 
-out notice in order to snatch an advan- 
tage against the rural clergy who for so 
many years had been suffering under 
the grievance relieved by this Bill. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 


fordshire, Lichfield) said the hon. Member | 


who had just spoken entirely misunder- 
stood the case. This Amendment was 


not brought forward from any special an- | 


tagonism to the Church, or with any idea 
of attacking the Church. The present 


rating system inflicted great injustice | 


on many classes of people, and if one 
class was dealt with all should be dealt 
with. That was the foundation of the 
opposition to the Agricultural Rates Act 
and to the Tithe Rent-Charge Act. It 


was true that many of the country | 


clergy were poor, but it might equally 
be¥said that many livings were paid 


much better than the services of the | 
was not | 
The clergy had their rating | 


clergy demanded. But that 
the point. 
grievance in common with many other 
classes, and the only reason for their 
being singled out for relief was that they 


were poor. 


Mr. A. K. LOYD: It was on account 
of this specific grievance. 


Mr. COURTENAY 
that many other classes had _ specific 


grievances, and would doubtless have | 
been singled out for relief if they had | 


had the additional claim of poverty. 


There was a great difference between | 
The | 


depression in agriculture was injurious | 


the two Bills here concerned. 


{COMMONS} 


WARNER held | 
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| a strong case could be made out for the 
| relief of those who paid rates on agri- 
| cultural land. But in the case of the 
| clergy the whole of the tithe might be 
| taken away without the country as a 
_whole being a penny the worse. There- 
fore the two Acts were on an entirely 
‘different footing. He agreed that the 
tithe rent-charge should be treated in 
|the same way in England as in Ireland. 
In the latter country it had been left 
_unrelieved, and he failed to see why the 
relief should be renewed in England. 
He submitted that the question had 
been brought forward in a thoroughly 
constitutional way. The House was 
in Committee, and this was a _ small 
| question, and he failed to see how the 
supporters of the clergy could complain 
| because the matter had been brought on. 
| Seeing that so many hon. Members took 
so much interest in the matter it was 
perhaps a pity that the Amendment 
had not been placed on the Paper, but 
that was no reason why it should not 
be considered. Exceptional legislation 
with regard to rates was mischievous 
and dangerous. Every time the rating 
question was dealt with piecemeal it 
deferred the day when justice shoul: 
/be introduced into the whole rating 
system, and for that reason he would 
oppose all measures for altering the 
rating system piecemeal. He truste| 
that before long the question of rating 
‘would be forced upon the Government 
and that it would be dealt with in such 
a way as to do justice to all classes. By 
supporting such Amendments as the 
one before the Committee he believe | 
they would be taking a step towards 
securing that justice for all. 


Question put. 


not only to the class employed, but to | 


the whole country, because land was | 


being driven out of cultivation, so that 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 138; 
Noes, 217. (Division List No. 153.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, Sir John 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Benn, John Wiliiams 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 


Mr. A. K. Loyd. 


Brigg, John 


| Burt, Thomas 


3uxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Rohert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) | Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Claney, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


| Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Crooks, William 


| Cullinan, J. 

| Dalziel, James Henry 

| Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
| Delany, William 


| Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 

| Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dillon, John 

» Dobbie, Joseph 
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Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. baal 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, Capt EC (SAndrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. | 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea | 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, VincentP (Cavan, W 





Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt HnHugh O. | 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt Hn. Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A,J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Ralfour, RtHn Gerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. | 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bill. Charles 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bowles, Lt-Col. HF (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T. Gibson(King’sLynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Campbell, RtHnJA (Glasgow) 
Campbell, JHM (Dublin Univ. 
Carson Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 


Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W.) | Price, Robert John 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mooney, John J. 

Moss, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


-O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O’Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 


O’Shaughnessy, P.J. 
O’Shee, James John 


| Parrott, William 
| Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Perks, Robert William 
Pirie, Duncan V. 


NOES. 


| Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
| Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbyshire 
| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, RtHnJA (Wore. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim,S | 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dixon-Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| 
| 





Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


| Roche, John 


Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Sheehy, David 
| Shipman, Dr. John’ G. 
| Soares, Ernest J. 


Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 


Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N. 


| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse, SirJT (Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Trevelyan and Mr. Em- 
mott. 


Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 


| Forster, Henry William 


| Foster, Philip S(Warwick, 8. W. 
| Gardner, Ernest 
| Gartit, William 


Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 


| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
| Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 


Gorst, Rt Hon Sir John Eldon 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
| Graham, Henry Robert 
| Gretton, John 


Gunter, Sir Robert 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 


| Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy,Laurence (Kent, Ashf’rd 
| Harris, Dr.Fredk R. (Dulwich) 
| Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


Heath, SirJames(StaffordsNW 


| Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 


Doxford, Sir William Theodore | 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir RB (Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Haves 


3 F 


Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hobhouse, RtHnH.(Somers’t, E 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.}’.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard, John (Kent,F’verh’m 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hon.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


| Hunt, Rowland 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
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Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn. Sir John H. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 
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Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 


Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (YorksNR 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. Charles W( Evesham 
Long, Rt.RnWalter (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ( Portsmouth) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Iver, Sir Lewis( EdinburghW 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Tan 

Maxwell, RtHn.SirH. E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ. H.( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John Thr’gm’rton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 





{COMMONS} 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. Scott (Hants 
Moon, Edward:Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 


| Pemberton, John S. G. 


Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jores, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederie Carne 
Ratcliffe, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edward Jas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Rt Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M'Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.JG.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James 


| Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 


Tuff, Charles 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


| Walrond, RtHn Sir William H. 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 





Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE.(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Charles G. E.( Notts.) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


| Whiteley, H(Ashton und. Lyne 


| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
| Wills, ArthurWalters (N. Dorset 
| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Wilson-Todd, SirWH ( Yorks.) 
| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 


| Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. ER(Bath) 
| Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

| Wylie, Alexander 

| Younger, William 


| Samuel, SirHarryS.(Limehouse | 


Milner, Rt Hn Sir Frederick G. | Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles | TELLERS FoR THE Nors—Sir 


Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. i § Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
| Seely, Charles Hilton (Linc oln) | 
| Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 


Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Mr. said the 
Amendment 
the necessity of making this Act purely 
temporary in its character. 
principal Act was introduced it was 


denounced as a gross and flagrant in- 


BLACK (Banffshire) 


he proposed emphasised | 


When the) 


stance of class legislation, and it had | 


supplied doles totalling £2,500,000, 
which amounted to 5s. per household of 
the population. Therefore the labourer 
earning 15s. a week had to work two 
days a year in order to provide this dole 
to the wealthy landlords. He did not 
move his Amendment having in view 
any proposal for a 
repeal of the original Act, because, as in 
the case of individuals, if an ill-con- 


sidered course was embarked upon it. 


was much more difficult to alter that 
course than to enter upon it. 


root-and-branch | 
in May 1901; and they had now reached | 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


authorities. Once they established vested 
interests they could not all at once 
repeal and alter the measure which 
created them. They would either have 
to make any alteration gradually, or 


_make it as part of a general alteration 


of the rating system. He moved this 
Amendment because the reform he had 
alluded to was largely overdue. The 
Government ought to have undertaken 
the recasting of the rating system 
at an earlier date. The Royal Com- 
mission upon Local Rating, presided over 
by Lord Balfour of Burleigh, was ap- 
pointed in August, 1896, and reported 


May, 1905 without a single step having 
been taken to give effect to the recom- 
mendations of that Commission. Legisla- 


What | tion dealing with the whole recasting of 





was true of the individual was still more | the rating system in England and Scot- 


true when they came to deal with public | | 
questions affecting a great many rating 


land was largely overdue and ought to be 
undertaken before the expiration of 
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the next four years, for which period the | payers, and to the extent of £300 by the 
principal Act was being extended by | agricultural ratepayers, but under the 


this Bill. 


Apart from the general recasting of | 
the rating system and what might be) 


called piecemeal legislation, there were | 


several matters of detail which ought to 
receive early attention either at the 
hands of the present Government or the 
Government that was likely to succeed 
them. Complaints were forthcoming 
from all parts of the country that the 
method of distribution of the grant under 
the principal Act was inequitable and 
worked badly. In every case where the 
parish rate had been raised the system 
of distribution adopted both in England 
and Scotland under the principal Act 
had operated very injuriously because 
the system of distribution was that the 


rates contributed in 1896 should form the | 


criterion for the distribution of the grant- 
in-aid. Where there had been an increase 
the result was that the grant conferred by 
the principal Act had been insufficient 
to meet the shortage in the rates upon 
agricultural land. In the case of Scot- 
land, with which he was most familiar, 
although it applied to both countries 
equally, he understood that the effect 
of the principal Act was to restrict the 
rateable value of agricultural land to 
three-fifths of the true value appearing 
in the valuation roll, and in order to 
make good the deficiency of the rateable 
value thus created the subvention pro- 
vided for in the principal Act was granted 
on the basis of 1896. 


Take the case of a parish whose 


valuation had been going up, and 
whose valuation was, say, £15,000 in 
1896, composed to the extent of| 


£3,000 of rating upon buildings, and 


to the extent of £12,000 of rating | aluc 
' when the principal Act was under discus- 


upon agricultural land, and let it be 
supposed that in such a case the amount 
required to be raised by rates had risen 


by £375, the net result of applying the | 
5 pplying ! 
bate, matters had progressed since 1896. 


Act was to transfer from the shoulders 


of the agricultural ratepayers to the | 


shoulders of the urban 


ratepayers a | 


proportion of the burden which would | 


otherwise have been borne by the agricul- 
tural ratepayers. In the case supposed, 


where the amount required had risen) 


£375 the burden would have been borne 


to the extent of £75 by the urban rate- | 


| Act as applied the urban ratepayers had 
to pay £125, and the rural ratepayers 
had only to pay £250, with the result 
that the urban occupiers had to pay 
nearly double the amount which they 
would otherwise have done. He was 
assured that was not an isolated case, 
In that particular the Act required 
modification. It would be convenient 
that in passing this Continuance Act 
the Government should feel itself free 
in such a matter of detail. The 
Amendment was not necessarily directed 
against the principle of the measure. 


Take another illustration of how un- 
justly the original Act operated — the 
case of a parish whose rates had fallen. 
There was a parish within his own know- 
ledge which had a poor rate of Is. 4d. 
falling upon occupiers in 1896. The rate 
hid fallen in the meantime, with the re- 
sult that the subvention given under the 
principal Act paid the whole of the poor 
rate and entirely relieved the occupiers. 
Surely that was a very anomalous and 
extraordinary result. Then in another 
parish the subvention was paid for the 
rate which was imposed in 1896, but 
which had since been taken off, so that 
the parish actually got from the grant 
under the Act payment in respect of a rate 
it did not levy. That also seemed to bea 
very anomalous result. Therefore he 
submitted it should be made perfectly 
clear that the continuation of the Act 
was only temporary, that it might be 
amended during the four years, and 
that it should in any case be amended at 
the end of four years. 


He desired also to draw attention to 
the necessity for dealing in a different way 
with site values. He understood that 


sion this matter was raised and discussed, 
but, as the Committee had been more than 
once reminded in the course of the de- 


A Royal Commission had sat and taken 
evidence, and there was appended to the 
Report of the Commission a very weighty 
and important recommendation by a 
minority of their number, including so 
a od a Conservative as Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh, pointing out that site value 
hould not be rated on the same basis 
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as agricultural land and that it ought to; *T'ne DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: No, I 
bear an additional burden. What was | think that would be out of order. 
the present position with regard to site | 
values and agricultural rating? How-,| Mr. BLACK: Of course, I must bow 
ever much ground might have a value, to your ruling, but I think it is wrong, 
over and above its agricultural value, |[Cries of “ Order.”] 
that additional value attaching to it by | 
the proximity of population was not *Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: It is 
subjected either to Imperial or local notin order to challenge the ruling of 
taxation. The population of large towns | the Chairman. 
was pressing out to the suburbs anxious | 
for land, and they found that the land) Mr. BLACK: I bow to it at all events. 
was held by speculators. He instanced The Continuance Act, the hon. Member 
a case which had come under his own | submitted, should be so framed as to 
observation in Edinburgh. A piece of | make it plain to all parties called upon 
land there was feued for a fev-duty of| to contract under it that it might be 
£2,000 a year. There was no building | altered in the course of the four years. 
on the ground ; it was only occupied as | Hundreds of contracts would be made 
agricultural land. 'during the next four years throughout 
‘the country, and thousands of rates 
*THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: We are | would be fixed on the terms of this Act. 
dealing only with agricultural land at Was the measure to be temporary during 
present. _the four years, or was it to be recast 
| during that period? It should be ex- 
Mr. BLACK: With all deference it plicitly stated what the duration was to 
is a rating Bill for agricultural land, but) be. He begged to move. 
I am going to show that under the Act 
which is being renewed certain land is | 
treated vet agricultural land. IT am “In page 1, line 6, after the word ‘if, to 
adducing that as a reason why the Con- | insert the words ‘for a period not to extend 


tinuance Act should be made temporary. nepent the thirty-first day of March.’ ”—(Mr. 
ack.) 


Amendment proposed— 


*THEe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : It is out 
of order to have a discussion on that matter | we 
on this occasion. This is a Continuance | 
Bill and the question is whether the Act 
should be continued or not. | 


Question proposed, That those words 
there inserted. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 


/mover of the Amendment was a lawyer, 





Mr. BLACK: With great deference 
my point is that the principal Act, being 
a faulty Act, should not be continued 
for four years. The extension should 
be plainly only until something better 
can be done. I am surely in order in 
saying that the Act is a faulty Act. I 
am only showing why it should not be 


| but he could not help thinking that the 
hon. Member had formed an extraordinary 
idea in respect to the powers of Parlia- 
/ment. He seemed to think that if this 
|Amendment were introduced, it would 
be quite competent to do that which 
otherwise it would not be competent— 
to alter the Act in the next four years. 
| He further seemed to think it would be 





extended definitely for four years. ‘impossible for Parliament to pass a 


| further Continuance Bill after the year 
*THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: I think! 1910. Those were very extraordinary 
that is outside of the scope of the Act propositions to come from a lawyer. 
altogether. | 
| Mr. BLACK: 1 did 
Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) | them, I may say. 
asked whether it would not be in order | 
to urge that the Act ought to be made) Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said if the 
temporary on the ground that site values hon. Gentleman did not advance them 
should be dealt with in the meantime the effect of his Amendment was nil. 


Jr. Llack. 
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It would not make any difference what- | 
ever in the Act the House of Commons 
had now to pass. There was another | 
point to which he should like to call 
the attention of the hon. Member, 
namely, that if the Act as drafted was 
passed the effect would be that the 
Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, would be | 
extended to March 31st, 1910. If the 


hon. Member’s Amendment were accepted | 


the Act would be extended “for a 
period not to extend beyond the 3lst 
day of March” in 
might be substituted for 1910 by 
the hon. Gentleman. He himself did 
not know whether it would have the 
effect of extending the Act or not. The 
Committee would observe that the hon. 
Gentleman did not say that the Act 
should be extended for a certain period ; 


he merely proposed that the Act should | 
not be extended for more than a certain | 


period. He himself was not a lawyer, 
but be was free to confess that if the 


Amendment were passed he should not | 
know whether the Act had been con- | 
It seemed to him to be a | 
very serious and substantial objection to | 
the hon. Gentleman’s Amendment that | 


tinued or not. 


he had practically asked the Committee 


to introduce words which, in his opinion, | 
would bind either a subsequent Parlia- | 


ment, or this Parliament at a later date. 


It was impossible for any Act passed | 


through this House to bind either the 


same Parliament or a future Parliament, | 


and on that ground he submitted that 
the hon. Member’s Amendment would 
make no practical difference. The hon. 
Member might say that he desired to 
introduce a warning to agricultural 
ratepayers that in the opinion of this 
Parliament at the present time it was 
inexpedient to continue the Act beyond 
a certain date, but the suggestion of the 
hon. Member appeared to him to be 
wholly out of place. Even supposing 
it was in the power of this Parliament 
to bind its successors, was it a desirable 
thing to do? It seemed to him that 
it would be an eminently undesirable 
thing to do. This Bill did meet a very 
Serious grievance. 
the power of this Parliament to bind its 
successors, it appeared to him that it 
would be an undesirable thing to do. 
They were all agreed that this Bill did 
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meet a very serious grievance. Would 
it be desirable at the end of four years, 
granting they had the power to bind 
themselves not to continue this Act, 
even though a comprebensive scheme 
of reform of local taxation had been 
passed ? It would be the height of folly. 
When the Second Reading of this Bill 
was being discussed the right hon. Member 
for the Stirling Burghs stated that 
a@ measure which had lasted for nine 
years ought not to be abruptly brought 
to a termination. But supposing this 
Bill were continued for two cr four years 
longer, the argument of the right hon. 
Member for the Stirling Burghs would 
be all the stronger. He could not 
accept the Amendment, which appeared 
to him to be absurd. 


Continuance Bill, 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
thought they were allagreed that his hon. 
friend had made out a very good ground 
for bringing forward his Amendment. On 
beth sides of the House it was admitted 
that the existing law of rating was 
most unsatisfactory and urgently called 
for redress. As he understood, the 
object of his friend was to place certain 
| words on the Paper, and get them in- 
corporated in the Act, which would, as 
far as possible, bind Parliament wit.in 
a period of four years to legislate upon 
this question in a shape, not temporary, 
but permanent. Although he quite 
recognised the excellence of the object 
and intention of his hon. friend, he 
very much doubted whether it was 
really possible, from a constitutional 
point of view, to mortgage the time 
of our Parliamentary posterity. Even 
if the Bill passed as it had been pre- 
sented by the Government, and if 
within the period of four years Parlia- 
ment succeeded in passing a financia! 
measure for the reform of local taxa- 
tion, it would be within the constitu- 
tional rights of Parliament to repeal an 
Act of this kind, for it was well known 
that Parliament was supreme and 
could do anything, as the saying was, 
except turn a man into a woman, or 
a woman into a man. He believed 
| his hon. friend would serve no object 
|in pressing his Amendment. They 
'were all agreed that this Bill was a 
‘temporary measure and that nothing 
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they could do could bind the hands 


of their successors. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said he would 
support the Amendment of his hon. 
friend. Any Amendment which would 
shorten the duration of the Act or bring 
pressure upon Parliament in the future 
to deal with the whole question of local 
taxation he considered laudable. The 
Government would have done better if 
they had asked for a yearly renewal. 
If he had been on the Government side 
of the House he would have tried to get 
the Government to regard it as a tem- 
porary measure, and renew it year by 
year until the whole question of local 
taxation was dealt with. But that might 
be when, in the whirligig of time, a large 
Liberal majority was returned to this 
House which were stronger in their 
principles than some of his hon. friends. 


{COMMONS} 





They might say, if,a proposal were made 
to renew the Act again: “Oh, no; the 
land has had its run, and it is high time 
that these doles should cease until every- 
one can join in.” He suggested that his 
hon. friend should withdraw his Amend- 
ment, and another should be proposed for 
a yearly renewal. In that case he did 
not think there would be much opposi- 
tion to it from that side of the House. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
said he hoped the Government would 
resist the Amendment. Although the 
Act fell short in some respects, yet in the 
main they believed it gave to the agri- 
cultural industry some degree of relief, 
which it justly required and demanded. 
Agriculturists did not want this to be 
&@ permanent settlement. They claimed 
it was merely carrying out the recom- 
mendation of the Royal Commission, who 
saw the injustice which the agricultural 
classes suffered. They claimed still that 
the relief was inadequate, and they were 
aS anxious as any section of the com- 
munity, not only in the interests of agri- 
culturists, but al:o of the trading classes, 
whom they recognised had a grievance, 
that there should be a complete re- 
arrangement of the basis of local taxation. 
They welcomed this measure, and were 
not afraid to have the question reopened, 
because they were satisfied that the 
more closely the question was examined | 

Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice. 
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into the more just and equitable it would 
be found. But he objected to the 
Amendment because the impression 
created by it in the minds of agricul- 
turists would be that the hon. Gentleman 
wanted to curtail the advantage given 
by the Second Reading of the Act. 
The removal of the unjust burden from 
agriculturists was due not only to the 
farmer, but it did something to retard 
rural depopulation, and in the interests 
of] the whole community it was an 
essential measure of justice. The 
agriculturists only accepted it as a 
temporary arrangement, however, and 
if a rearrangement of local taxation 
could be made next year certainly the 
advantage under this Bill would go, and 
therefore he failed to see the use of the 
Amendment. As it would probably 
take three or four years to deal with the 
question of local taxation, the Amend- 
ment would cause unrest, and lead agri- 
culturists to feel there was a possibility, 
if Liberals came into office, of their being 
deprived of this simple measure of justice. 


Continuance Bill. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmorland, 
Appleby) said he had voted for the 
Second Reading of this Bill, but he 
wished to say a few words in support of 
this Amendment. He would not have 
vcted for the original Act, but it had 
been in force for nearly ten years, and 
when one realised that in the county of 
Cumberland, for instance, twenty per 
cent. of the farms had been estimated to 
change hands annually, one saw that in 
nine years rents having adjusted them- 
selves, to withdraw suddenly the grant 
under the Act would be to inflict a great 
hardship upon the occupying tenants. 
But, none the less, although he voted for 
the renewal, he felt that this question of 
the overhauling of the rating system was 
among the most pressing and important 
work which Parliament could undertake, 
and his objection to the lengthened 
period proposed was that for four vears 
the subject would be withdrawn from 
the consideration of the House, and his 
desire was that the Bill should be 
brought up as often as possible, until 
permanently settled. It was for that 
reason he supported the Amendment. 
The right hon. Gentleman who was in 
charge of the Bill said it made no diter- 
ence whether this Amendment was 
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carried or not in its effect upon the 
action of the House, but it seemed to 
him that if this Amendment were carried 
the Act would come up automatically 
until the subject was dealt with. It 
had been urged that if it came up 
yearly the agriculturists would never 
know whether the Bill was going to 
be renewed or not for another year, 
but he did not know that that would 
be any great disadvantage from the 
point of view of the occupying farmers. 
If the tenants were to derive benefits 
from this Act it was essential that it 
should be understood that it was not 
permanent but only temporary, pending 
a final and equitable settlement. 


Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 


ford) said that one was not often sur- | 


prised at anything that happened in 
that House with regard to agriculture, 
but he confessed that he was astonished 
to see hon. Members of the House in- 
terested in land fighting for the limita- 
tion of the Rating Act. One was sur- 
prised to hear the other night hon. 
Members getting up and speaking against 
the Rating Act and then walking out 
without voting. He could not under- 
stand why hon. Gentlemen desired to 
limit the operation of the statute to two 
years, and did not know whether they 
thought they were going to have the 
millenium and a new Heaven and a 
new Earth at that time, or that they 
thought that then they would be on 
the right and they on that side on the 
left of the Speaker’s Chair. If they 
thought that agriculture was going to 
look up under those circumstances he 
did not think they were very good 
students of history. He remembered 
that in 1894, when hon. Members opposite 
were on the Front Bench on the Govern- 
ment side. they used to get up and thank 
God that wheat was 19s. a quarter. 
He remembered that Sir William Har- 
court, whom he always thought of with 
affection and regret, by his Budget Bill 
of 1894 put the last straw upon the back 
of the agricultural camel. What they 
wanted was not a Rating Act for a 
few years but a perpetual Rating Act. 
Did hon. Members think that agricul- 
ture was so prosperous now that they 
could do without this measure when 
they knew that last year there was 
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30 per cent. less of arable land «ander 
cultivation than there was the year 
before. According to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Sleaford, 
who knew what he was talking about, 
the farmers had lost £300,000,000 of 
their capital, and somewhat less than 
half the number of labourers were now 
employed upon the land than there were 
thirty years ago. Moreover, half of 
the land had in that period gone out of 
cultivation. What could be worse than a 
condition of things like that, which was 
owing to the incidence of taxation on 
land. Land was going out of tillage, 
fences were straggling into the fields, 
gates were off, cottages were falling 
down, and the agricultural population 
of the villages consisted of old men and 
boys. 


Continuance Bill, 


This was an important matter 
nationally. It was not so important 
where a squire here and there went 
down or a farmer here and there went 
to the workhouse. The important thing 
for the country was the decadence of 
the agricultural population, which was 
due to the present rating and taxation 
of land. Out of 75,000 recruits for the 
Army, 25,000 were sent back because 
they could not comply with the wretched 
requirements of the War Office. It 
was because as time went on the popu- 
lation was being driven out of the vil- 
lages and into the towns, that instead 
of getting as recruits the residents of 
the countrysides, the Army only ob- 
tained mill hands and other people of 
that stamp who had resided in towns. 
It was not however, by mill hands that 
the battle of Waterloo was fought and 
won, and in order to foster rural life again 
it would be worth the while of this coun- 
try, instead of paying only half the rates 
of the agriculturists, to pay the whole. 
Under the present system they were losing 
the agricultural population of the coun- 
try, and with it they were losing their virile 
force. He hoped hon. Gentlemen would 
vote against the Amendment, and if they 
did not he hoped their constituents 
would have something to say to them. 


Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) thought that under the cir, 
cumstances the Amendment of his 
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hon. friend behind him might be ad- 


vantageously withdrawn in favour of 
a time limit of a year or two years. 
They had to remember in connection 
with this Act that all of those who passed | 
it originally would be very glad to see 
the question of rating taken up, aad 
they would be very glad to encourage 
any Government to grapple with that | 
problem. He did not like the idea of | 
the Act being continued for four years ; | 
he thought it ought to be brought up from | 
vear to year, which would force the 
Government of the day to take into | 
consideration a real solution of the 
general problem of rating. If they had | 
year by year brought before them the 
general necessity of meeting and deal- 
ing with this question they would be, 
more likely to grapple with the diffi- | 
cult problem before them than if 
they put it off for four years. 
They had renewed the Act before, and the | 
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and hoped the Amendment would not 
be withdrawn. They had discussed 
this question for a considerable period, 
and now his hon. friend on the Front 
Opposition Bench suggested that the 
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| Amendment should be withdrawn, and 


that they should have another discussion 
as to whether the Act was to be renewed 
from year to year. He should take the 
opportunity of preventing the Amend- 
ment being withdrawn, 


Mr. DALZIEL said that he could not 
agree with the appeal which had been 
made to his hon. friend to withdraw the 
Amendment before the Committee, be- 
cause, in his judgment, it raised a separate 
and distinct issue from that mentioned 
by the hon. Gentleman on the Front 
Opposition Bench. He, therefore, hoped 
Amendment would be disposed 
of. They had had a little homily from 
the right hon, Gentleman in charge of 





result was that for nine years the House | the Bill, who lectured his hon. friend 
of Commons had been neglecting the | on his want of legal knowledge. It was, 
great subject of rating, and although | however, a remarkable fact that with a 
they had had the Report of the Royal | Bill of this character which raised legal 
Commission they had not dealt with the | issues they had not had previously any 





problem. He did not want to encourage | 
a policy of that sort. It was an urgent | 
problem, and therefore he thought that in 
the interest of all parties, those who were | 
anxious to relieve the agricultural popu- | 
lation and the congestion of the town | 
population would do well to renew this | 
Bill only from year to year, and he) 
would ask his hon. friend to consider 
whether he would not withdraw his 
Amendment and support an Amendment | 
to renew the Bill from year to year, 60 | 
that whatever Government, whether | 
Liberal or Tory, was in power they | 
would have to deal with that question. | 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton- 
shire, E.) asked as a point of order. 
whether if a division was taken upon 
this subject it would preclude the Com- | 
mittee from dealing with and deciding 
a definite time for the duration of the | 
Bill-—whether it precluded the discussion | 
of the question of two years. | 


speech from any member of the legal 
profession, and he was much surprised 
that the right hon. Gentleman, anxious 
as he was to get this Bill through with- 
out unnecessary debate, should have 
thought it useful to introduce outside 
issues which had no connection with the 
arguments of his hon. friend. The pro- 
posal of the Amendment’ was that it 
should be possible for Parliament at any 
time to deal with the rating question. 
That was the simple issue. [Cries of 
“No!”] That was why hon. Gentle- 
men opposite failed to appreciate the 
bearing of the Amendment of his 
hon. friend. The right hon. Gentleman 


\said it would be possible, even if the 


Amendment were not adopted, to alter 
the provisions of the Bill. It was possible, 
but if it was going to be in operation 


for four years, was it conceivable that 


any Government would interfere with it. 
It was idle to say that if the Bill was 
to go on for four years any Govern- 


| ment would interfere with it at any 


*THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN did not | 


think it would preclude such a discussion. | 


_ Mr. CHAPLIN said he simply rose | 
in the interest of the progress of debate, | 


Sir Walter Foster. 


particular time. If it was accepted in 
its present form its principle would be 
adopted and the Bill, for all practical 
purposes, would be in operation for fou 
years, 
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The reason his hon. friend had not been 
able to put his Amendment in a more 
simple form was that the Government, 
in order to limit debate, had had resort 
to the method of reference. This Bill 
referred to a past Bill, and therefore they 
were unable to understand the issue be- 
fore them, as they had to speak within one 
clause. He objected to a Bill of this im- 
portant character being brought forward 
in this manner. What, however, was the 
main reason of his hon. friend for bring- 
ing forward this Amendment? It was 
the reason adduced by the Government 
itself when the Bill was originally brought 
forward, viz., that in the interval before 
it came up for renewal inquiry would be 
made, the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission would be _ presented, the 
whole question could then be reopened 
and it could be considered whether 
or not the Bill should be renewed. 
That was the principle which his hon 
iriend wished to introduce at the present 
time. What his hon, friend said was that 
the Government had had the Report of 
the investigations ; that they paid no heed 
to the investigations; that they had 
shut their eyes to the whole question of 
rating which ought to be considered in a 
matter of this kind; and that they were 
going beyond their power in tying up, 
lor the next four years, the question of 
rating in this Bill. 


He did not know’ how those 
who, representing town constituencies 
had voted for the Land Values 
sill, were going to vote on_ this 
Amendment, but he was certain that 
if they voted against the Amendment 
that fact would be taken notice of in 


their constituencies. He could under- | 


stand Members representing agricultural 
constituencies voting against the Amend- 
ment, but those who represented urban 


constituencies, if they were in favour of | 


site values being properly dealt with, 
were bound to support the Amendment, 
and to make it possible for the Govern- 
ment to deal with the whole question of 
rating, in the near future, on proper lines. 
Did the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Mid-Essex suggest that this Bill was 
going to deal with all the questions to 


which he referred in the short speech he 
He himself did not agree with | 
the jacts put forward by the hon. Baronet | 


made 2 
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‘with regard to the diminution of labour 


Continuance Bill. 1518 


in agricultural districts. World the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Sleafcrd 
declare that this Bill was going to deal 
with every grievance from which agri- 
culture suffered at the present time. He 
believed that the right hon. Gentleman 
had a far different scheme. He had 
no doubt that a duty of 2s. a quarter on 
wheat would be far more acceptable to 
the right hon. Gentleman than anything 
contained in this Bill. He doubted 
whether this Bill would be of any real 
value to agriculture, or whether the land 
which was said to have gone out of culti- 
vation would get any relief from it. He 
should vote for the Amendment bec :use 
it limited the operation of the Bill. 


Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth) said he could conceive of nothing 
more mischievous than the Amendment. 
Nothing could be more mischievous than 
to always harass those who paid the rates. 
It might be a useful measure for the 
purpose of bringing before the House 
the views of hon. Members to the advan- 
tage of getting a better system of rating, 
Lut considering the time that must 
necessarily elapse before that question 
could be dealt with, it was, to say the 
Jeast, mischievous to limit the term of this 
Bill. Agriculturists must look ahead more 
than twelve months, and this limitation 
for twelve months was simply keeping 
the farmer, who had to make provision 
for the future, in a state of unnecessary 
uncertainty. It was absolutely certain 
that the Act would not be allowed to 
drop during the course of the next two 
or three years, and if that was so why 
not let the farmer know that there was 
no intention of keeping from him the 
benefit he conceived himself to be en- 
titled to under the Bill. He thought 
the House would be ill-advised in ac- 
cepting the limitation proposed. 


Srr EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, S.) said the hon. Member who 
had just spoken was under a miscon- 
ception as to the scope of the Amend- 
ment. There was no suggestion to 
limit the period of the Bill to one year, 
and, so far as harassing the farmers was 
concerned, he would point out to the 


‘hon. Member that his own Party had for 


nine years been debating this question, 
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and if anybody was harassing the farmer 
it was the Government. It had been 
said, too, during that discussion that the 
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being made perpetual. But the Govern- 
ment itself had no intention of making 
the Bill perpetual. The Bill was to 
continue the Act till 1916, and the 
Amendment was to continue it till 1908. 
That was the only difference. The 
reason for this Amendment was that 
this question of rating ought to be dealt 
with at the earliest moment. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Sleaford, 
who introduced the measure originally, 
wished to make it perpetual, but after it 
had been discussed for some time it 
was shown quite clearly that the Bill 
was faulty, inadequate, and so unfair, 
that the right hon. Gentleman himself 
decided to limit it to five years. If the 
right hon. Gentleman thought the Bill 
was so good why was he ready to adopt 
that limitation. In 1896 or 1901 the 
Secretary to the Local Government 
Board said that the urban ratepayer 
had many grounds for receiving assist- 
ance. His calculation was that it 
would require £2,000,000 per annum, 
and they were unable to provide the 
money, although he quite admitted 
that the urban ratepayer ought to 
receive his fair share as well as the 
agricultural ratepayer. There were still 
four sessions during which this ques- 
tion might be dealt with, but the 
action of the Government would put 
off all discussion upon it till 1910. 
Why should the Government object to 
this matter being dealt with at the first 
possible moment, either by themselves 
or succeeding Governments. 
Member would say that farmers would 
think it was right that this question 
should be dealt with merely by the present 
(rovernment, and not by any succeeding 
Government. District councils which 
were composed mainly of farmers had 
sent representations to him on the sub- 
ject. He had received one of them that 
day calling attention to the enormous de- 


{COMMONS} 


No hon. | 
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( were entitled to when the Act was passed 
| originally. 
brought about by the increased taxation 
Amendment would prevent the Bill 


This great loss had been 


put on them by the Government, and to 
the great expenditure entailed in the 
upkeep of the roads owing to the heavy 
motor traffic. 


*THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said the 
hon. Member must not make a Second 
Reading speech on the Bill at this 
stage. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY said he 
was simply giving an illustration showing 
the necessity of this matter being dealt 
with as soon as possible. If rates had 
not been increased so much of recent 
years there would not be the same neces- 
sity for immediate action. The whole 
argument in favour of the Amendment 
was that rates had increased so much 
that the grant was entirely inadequate. 
and that was the only reason he sup- 
ported it. He was a supporter of the 
Act, and if he thought the Amendment 
would take away the advantages of the 
Act he would be the first to oppose it. 
His constituents on the small parish 
council to which he had referred were 
losing £800 a year, and they felt it 
was very necessary that something 
should be done at once to remove 
this unfairness. It was too often for- 
gotten that although agricultural land 
was relieved to the extent of half 
its rates, the houses and buildings re- 
ceived no relief whatever. 


*ToE DEPUTY - CHAIRMAN ruled 
that the hon. Member was travelling 
beyond the Amendment. 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY said he 
would not pursue the subject. His only 
reason for supporting the Amendment 
was to force the Government to deal 
with this question earlier than they 
would otherwise do. 


*Sir H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Staf- 








ficiency in the average of the grant | fordshire, Handsworth) differed entirely 
under the Act,and stating that, infact, the from the object of the Amendment. 
Act was of very little value to them. He was one of those who believed 
They calculated that the average loss of ‘that the relief afforded by the Act 
the last two years or so was £814 a year, | ought to be made perpetual. The 
as compared with what they would have | justification for the Act in the first place 
received if they had received what they | was that an unfair amount of public 


Sir Edward Strachey. 
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burdens was thrown upon the owners of 
real property as compared with the 
owners of personal property. The latter 
had already in two particular instances 
received large permanent relief at the 
expense of the owners of real property. 
The first of those instances was with 
regard to tithes, which were originally 
intended to apply to all personal as 
well as real property. 
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*THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMWAN said the 
subject of the hon. Member’s remarks 
would arise more properly on the next 
Amendment. 


Mr. CHANNING appealed to the 
hon. Member’ for’ Banffshire to 
withdraw the Amendment, as_ the 


‘10 May 1905} 





next point the Committee were anxious | 


to discuss was a_ specific 
to limit the Act to a definite time one 
way or the other, such as was embodied 
in the Amendments standing in the 
names of the hon. Member for South 
Molton, himself, and ovhers. Such a 
proposal could be discussed in an in- 
telligible way, and might lead to a 
practical result. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said 
the point of the Amendment was that it 
would not only shorten the period of the 
Act by nearly two years but it would pu 
the Act in such a form as to indicate that 
it was a purely temporary measure and 
that legislation on the subject was 
expected at any time during the period 
of the continuance of the Act. It was 
practically pressing on the Government 
the necessity of further legislation. 
Agricultural Members on the other side 
of the House were alarmed because they 
thought that if the Bill came to an end 
two years earlier the question would 
have to be dealt with while the Liberal 
Party was in power. They seemed to 
forget, however, that the strength of 
the Liberal Party now-a-days was in the 
counties rather than in the towns, and 
was growing more rapidly in rural than 
in urban areas. The Liberal Party, 
therefore, would be to a great extent 
dependent upon its agricultural Members, 
and, consequently, there need be no fear 
that that Party would not endeavour to 
do something for agriculture. Supporters 
of the agricultural view seemed to be 


proposal | 
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afraid that when the whole question of 
rating came up for consideration the 
cas? for agricultural land would not 
stand investigation. He protested 
against that view, for he believed that 
agricultural land paid more than its fair 
preportion of rates. What was needed 
was a thorough not a piecemeal investi- 
gation, followed by a permanent settle- 
ment. If the subject were properly 
investigated the claims of the farmers 
would be recognised and conceded. He 
pressed, therefore, for a general investiga- 
tion and a speedy permanent settlement. 
He supported the Amendment because 
it would bring the measure to an end 
two years earlier and would make it the 
duty of whatever Government might 
then be in power to effect a settlement. 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argylishire) said 
the debate had been useful in that it had 
brought out the different points of view 
from which the two sides of the House 
regarded this measure. Many hon. 
Members opposite held the view that the 
grant should be made perpetual. That 
was an unworthy way of approaching the 
great question of rating. Whatever the 
claims of the applicants were they should 
be considered fairly and thoroughly and 
the matter put upon a sound basis for 
the future. Many members of the Oppo- 
sition supported this Act strictly on the 
ground that it was a temporary measure, 
and they wanted a definite statement as 
to what the Government intended to do. 
Whatever Government was in power they 
would insist upon something being done 
as soon as possible. 


Mr, CHAPLIN asked whether the 
remarks of the hon. Member were 
relevant to the Amendment. 


*THeE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: I do 
not think the hon. Member is out of 
order. The hon. Member, however, must 
not go into the principles of the whole 


Bill. 


Mr. AINSWORTH said he wished 
to draw attention to a point which he 
thought had an important bearing upon 
the question they were considering, 
and it showed the urgent necessity of 
having a definite statement from the 
Government as to how soon they intended 
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to deal with the whole question. Here 
was a dole being given to a particular 
class, but what had happened to the 
rates in the meantime? There had 
been an enormous increase on account 
of the education rate. Did hon, Mem- 
bers consider that the renewal of the 
present Act dealt with the grievance of 
the agricultural interest in having had 
their rates increased in consequence of 
the Education Act ? 
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“Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: That 
question does not relate to the renewal 
of this Act. 


Mr. AINSWORTH said his object was | issue, 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. CHAPLIN said the hon. Membe 
must take this Amendment in connection 
with the other Amendments following 
it, which would reduce the period from 
four years to two. 


Mr. DILLON said the other Amend- 
ments had no necessary connection at 
all. Did the right hon. Gentleman 
mean that because a series of Amend- 
ments were put down in the name of the 
hon. Member that they necessarily hung 
together. This Amendment stood on 
its own basis and it had no necessary 
connection with the subsequent Amend- 
ments, which raised a totally different 
namely, the limitation of the 


to show that as the education rate had | period to 1908 instead of 1910. The 
become a great burden the sooner they | object of the present Amendment was 


remedied that state of things the better. | to put into the Bill words which would 


They ought to have a definite statement | give notice to all concerned that it was 


from a responsible member of the Govern- 
ment as to when they were going to deal 


with this important question of rating | 


which pressed so hardly upon the agri- 
cultural community. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he 
did not propose to go into the 
principle of the Bill, and he would 
simply give one or _ two 
why they ought to make a stand 
against the policy of drift. On previous 
occasions they had been given some hope 
that after the Royal Commission had 
reported the Government would deal 
in a general way with this question, but 
now they had relapsed into the policy 
of drift. It was not only hon. Members 
on the Opposition side who felt uncom- 
fortable about this policy, because the hon. 
Member for Essex had stated in a speech 
to his constituents that he should be glad 
to be rid of the relief which he got under 
the Bill. This Amendment would give 
the hon. Member a chance of doing that. 


Mr. DILLON said the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Sleaford 
had raised a point of order which clearly 
showed that he did not in the least under- 
stand the Amendment before the Com- 
mittee. The words which had been 
proposed would have no legislative effect 
whatever. 





reasons | 


the intention of Parliament probably 
to do away with this Bill and substitute 
a general settlement of the rating ques- 
tion before the date mentioned in the 
Bill. In his opinion the words now 
proposed would have no _ legislative 
effect, but the hon. Member for Banff- 
shire thought they would acti as a note 
of warning to those making contracts 
that there was a chance of repealing this 


| Bill and introducing another system 





of taxation before the date fixed by this 
Bill. Under this Act contracts were 
continually being made, and when they 
put in a date it was held to be a pledge 
that the Bill would not be altered until 
after that date. Men making contracts 
took that into account. 


Mr. BLACK said a good deal of mis- 
apprehension existed as to the effect of 
this Amendment. The hon. Member 
for East Mayo had exactly expressed 
the object he had in view, and what he 
intended by his Amendment. The quali- 
fying words he had moved would show all 
parties that they might look out for 
changes within four years, either great or 
small. He proposed to press his Amend- 
ment to a division. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 163; 
Noes, 253. (Division List No. 154.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 


Mr. Ainsivorth, 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Ambrose, Robert 


| Ashton, Thomas Gair 
| Atherley-Jones, L. 





—_ 
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Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) rose to move an Amendment to 
leave out of the clause the words “one 
thousand nine hundred and ten” in order 
toinsert the words “‘until Parliament shall 
otherwise determine.” 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY rose to 
a point of order. He said the effect 
of this Bill was to provide for the pay- 
ment of money out of taxation for four 
years, and his hon. friend seemed to him 
to propose to extend that for time im- 
memorial. He did not mean “time 
immemorial,” but indefinitely. He wanted 
to know whether it was in order for any 
hon. Member to propose in this way an 
extension of taxation. 


*THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN said the 
Act had been extended from year to 
year, and there was no question of adding 
to taxation raised by the Amendment. 


Mr. LAMBERT said he did not pro- 
pose that the original Act should be 
continued for time immemorial, but 
only suggested that it should be con- 
tinued until Parliament should other- 
wise determine, which was a considerable 
difference. It seemed to him that no 
useful purpose was served by making 
this Bill a temporary measure, so that 
it should lapse in 1910. It was per- 
fectly obvious to anybody who had 
followed this debate that it was in- 
tended by both sides of the House that 
the subject of the reorganisation of rural 
rating should be thoroughly overhauled, 
and the basis of taxation put upon 
a more just foundation than it was at 
present. He thought that when that 
time came it would be impossible to 
withdraw from the agriculturist the 
relief which was granted by the Act of 
1896. Whatever view might have been 
taken of the Act at that time of its passage 
it had been in operation for nine years, 
and it was now impossible, without 
putting some equivalent in its place, to 
withdraw the £1,330,000 which now 
passed to agriculturists under it, and to 
increase the rating of land to more than 
half its value. The President of the 
Local Government Board had said that 
two conditions were necessary for dealing 
with the question of local taxation. The 
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and the second a Parliament with plenty 
of leisure. Could they ensure that 


those conditions would prevail in 1910 ¢ 
If they could not, what was the use of 
allowing the Bill to lapse automatically 
in that year? Since the original Bill 
was passed in 1896, a Royal Commission 
on Local Taxation had been appointed, 
and had reported in favour of this relief 
being continued in the agricultural in- 
terest. At all events he thought the 
Government would not dispute the 
fact that it was their intention when 
they appointed that Commission to 
deal with the whole subject of rural 


rating. They had not done so and he 
very much regretted it. 

The first thing they would have 
to do would be to give a uniform 


system of valuing all over the country. 
That would take very nearly a session, 
and then a review of the question 
of rural rating would take another 
session. The present Chief Sccretary 
for Ireland stated very clearly in 1901 
that the position was not the same as 
it was in 1896. It was trebly accen- 
tuated now. In 1896 they were dealing 
with an Interim Report, and now they 
had the complete Report of the Royal 
Commission. Out of fifteen members 
thirteen reported that the case of agri- 
cultural land must be considered. The 
right hon. Gentleman went on to say that 
it was the hope and desire of the Govern- 
ment to deal with the whole question, 
but it was obvious that the Government 
had not dealt with the question and 
therefore he did not see any reason why 
this Bill should lapse in 1910. If the 
Bill was just and politic in 1896 it 
was doubly more so now. The rates 


all over the country had _ increased 
since 1896. In the county of Devonshire 
the education rate was now treble 


what it was in 1896, and in other ways 
there had been an increase. Therefore 
the land would, if this Act were repealed, 
have to bear a greater share of taxation 
than it did in 1896. 


But there was one other reason, 
and he thought it was a very strong 
one, why this Bill should not be al- 
lowed to lapse in 1910. When the 
Act of 1896 was passed there was no 
equivalent grant to Ireland, but by the 


first was an overflowing Exchequer | Irish Lozal Governmmnt Act of 1898 
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there was now more than an equivalent 
grant. 
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{COMMONS} 
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Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said that on 


Ireland by that Local Govern- | one point at all events he might congratu- 


ment Act received a grant far and away | late the hon. Member who had moved the 


in excess of the sum granted under the Amendment. 


original Act. The grant to [reland | 
amounted to £730,000 a year, and that | 
was given to Ireland permanently and | 
nobody had ever dreamed of withdraw- 
ing it. The grant to Ireland was for the 
telief of rates on agricultural land, and, it 
being made permanent, it would be an 


obvious injustice to the rural ratepayer | 


in England if the relief to him should 
drop in 1910 unless, indeed, a parallel 
course was pursued in regard to freland. | 
On the Second Reading of the Bill a 
good many arguments were adduced and | 
a good many statements made as to the 
defects of the measure. He did not want | 
to go into the subject in that way at all. 
It was sufficient to say that the Bill was 
rather severely riddled at the time it 
came before the House. His contention 


He meant the very ex- 
traordinary change of sentiments which 
had taken place among hon. Gentlemen 
opposite which had made it possible that 
such an Amendment as this could be 
moved from the benches opposite. He 
quite agreed that some hon. Gentlemen 
had been quite consistent in this matter, 
but he thought that the action which had 
been taken on the other side of the House 
showed great inconsistency. It was only 
necessary to recall one sentence of a 
speech by the Leader of the Opposition in 
1896 in describing this Bil. The right 
hon. Gentleman said it was selfish, it 
was unjust, the reasons for it were inex- 
plicable, and that if it were passed it 
would be perilous in its consequences. 


_ After a declaration of that sort, one did 


was that from the agricultural point of | 


view this Bill was better than nothing, 


and therefore he hoped it would not be 
-be permanent until Parliament shoul 


allowed to lapse until Parliament passed 
something in its place. If the Bill were 
allowed to lapse in 1910 or at any time 
without the question of rating being 
dealt with, the confusion which would 
result would be enormous. He did not | 
think that anybody understood what 
enormous complications there would be, 
because the farmers who were paying the | 
rent would suddenly have their rates iv- 
creased, not only by the large increase 
which had taken place by their growth 
since the Act was passed, but they would 
lose the remission of half of them which 
the statute provided for. For these 
teasons he thought that, although this 
Act should not be made a permanent one, 
it should not be repealed until Parlia- 
men had thoroughly dealt with the 
question of rating. He therefore moved 
the Amendment which stood in his name. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the words 
‘one thousand nine hundred and ten’ and in- 
sert the words ‘ until Parliament shall otherwise 
determine.’ ”—(Mr. Lambert.) 


not expect to have the spectacle of an 
hon. Member from those benches rising 
to move that a Bill so described should 
be made permanent, or at least should 


otherwise determine. He thought that 
such a circumstance was an eloquent 
description of the very remarkable change 
which had come over the Liberal Party. 


Mr. DALZIEL: The hon. Member 
does not speak for the Liberal Party. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said the 
Government had of course had to ask 
themselves what attitude they should 


take in connection with this Amend- 
ment and to the principle of it 
they could take no exception, In 1896 


the Government introduced the original 
statute as a permanent measure, but 
to conciliate hon. Gentlemen opposite 
its duration was reduced to five years. 
Again, when the first Continuance Act was 
introduced in 1901 it was proposed to make 
the measure permanent, and the duration 
was again reduced to four years. Again, 
on the present occasion, the Government 


‘had introduced a temporary instead of a 


permanent Bill in order to conciliate 
opposition. The history of the whole 


question showed that the Government 


would have preferred to have the Bill 


Question proposed, “That the words | worded in the sense of the hon. Member's 
‘ne thousand nine hundred and?” stand | Amendment. After all that had been 


part of the clause.” 
Mr. Lambert. 


| Said, it must be admitted tht it would 
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be necessary to continue these Acts until 
some more comprehensive system had 
been devised and carried through the 
House. But “if, unfortunately, that 
proved to be impossible, 
Government might be in office, before 
1910, he was as certain as he stood there 


that this Continuance Act would have to | 


be renewed. Therefore, it might save 
time to make the Act permanent. But, 
on the other side, he remembered that 
the Government had intro luced the Bill 
as a temporary measure, and that it 


passed the Second Reading on the under- | 


standing that it was to be a temporary 
measure. The Amendment, therefore, 
was one which it would have been clearly 
improper for the Government themselves 
to introduce. Such an Amendment 
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ought not to have the weight of the. 
(rovernment’s authority thrown on its | 
side, and the view of the Government, | 
therefore, was that the question should | 
be left to the decision of the Committee. | 
[Cries of “Oh” from the Opposirion | 


benches.] The 


Government did not | 


desire to influence the votes of their. 
sunpo ters for or against this Amendment. | 


[Opeositton cries of “Oh” and “ Report 
progress.” | 


*Strr HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hamoton, E.) said that the extra- 
ordinary speech which the Committee 
had just heard announced a 
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was to be for only a limited period. 


After a long fight the House accepted the 
measure on the understinding that it 
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| would come again under the cognisanc2 
whatever | 


of Parlimment when the Royal Com- 
mission had reported, He thought the 
way in which the Goverament hal treated 
the Report of that Commissio1 was not 
the least significant of many of their 
proceedings during the last nine years, 
That Report was a most able dealing 
with the whole question of locil taxa- 
tion; but, after it was presented, it was 
practically flung up%n the scrap-heap by 
the Government. It had served their 
purpose ; ands» faras the present Govern- 
ment was concerned they had left out of 
sight all consideration for any other class 
in the community except the one class 
benefited by this Bill. He held tiat our 
system of local taxation was wholly 
indefensible. The whole burden was 
thrown on one kind of property, which 
was most unfair. If the question of 
locul taxation was allowed to remain in 
abeyance much longer it would be a 
public s:andal, no matter what Govern- 
ment wasin power. The Government now 


| proposed that by this Bill their temporary 


Act should be extended for a short p>riod. 


| His hon. friend the Member for South 


most | 


astounding breach of faith which de-| 
served the prompt attention of the) 


House. 
temporary measure and raising a most 
controversial question—cont:oversial as 


Here was a Bill introduced as a | 


raising @ variety of other questioas | 


beyond the simp!e agricultural aspect 
of the case—which he might sav in 
passing was not the most important 
part. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Sleaford, who had chimpioned 
the original Bill in 1896, 
stress on the fact that the Bill was a 
temporary one; it was to be only in force 
pending the result of a future inquiry 
by a Royal Commission. 


Molton—who in no way represented the 
Opposition, but who had beea a co.- 
sistent supporter of the Bill—proposed 
an Amendment to make the Act per- 
petual. The Government were pledged 
to the lips not to accept such an Amend- 
ment, and yet the right hon. Gentleman 
turned round and asked his supporters to 
vote for it—for that was the effect of 
saying that the Government Whips would 
not be put on and that the Cons>rvative 
Party were to vote freely. The action 
was most un-Parliamentary and without 
parallel, and he moved, therefore, that 


| Progress be reported. 


had laid | 


The right hon. | 


Gentleman then admitted the force of the | 


arguments used by the late Sir William 
Harcourt ‘and himself that there was as 
great a grievance in the urban dis- 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Progress 
and ask leave to sit again.”"—(Sir Henry 
Fowler.) 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
| BaLFour, Manchester, E.) asked whether 


ricts as in the agricultural districts; | the merits of the Question could be 
and admitted the principle that the Bill | discussed on this Motion, and whether he 
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would be in order in replying to the im- | 
passioned oration of the right hon. | 
Gentleman. 
*Tus DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: No, I 
am afraid not. I have put the Question | 
of progress, and the debate must be cur- 
tailed to that. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. DILLON: On a point of order, 
may I say that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Wolverhampton’s speech 
was altogether direct to the Motion which 
he has moved, that Progress he reported. 
That Motion is now before the House and 
surely the Leader of the House ought to 


reply to the speech which was made in 


| moving to report Progress. 


Mr. DILLON: Was not the speech of 
the right hon. Member for Wolverhamp- | 
ton an argument in favour of reporting | 
Progress ? 


*THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: The} 
right hon. Gentleman made his speech | 
on the Amendment before the House. | 
[Opposition cries of “ No!”’] 


*Sirn HENRY FOWLER : I rose at once 
to mike a charge of breach of faith 
against the Government, and I repeat | 
that now. We are surely entitled to a 
reply from the Prime Minister. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman does not suggest 
that I am not anxious to give him a 
reply, 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to point out that 
the speech from beginning to end was an 
indictment of the action of the Govern- 
ment and not addressed to the Amend- 
ment. 


*THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: I am 
quite clear on the question. The right | 
hon. Gentleman made his speech on the 
Amendment before the House. There 
was no other Question before the House, | 
and now that he has moved to report 
Progress the discussion must be confined 
to that. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The right hon. Gentle- 
man made an appeal to me, and in one 
sense made an attack upon me. In various 
of his statements he was absolutely in- 
correct. Shall I be allowed to reply ? 


*THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: If the | 
right hon. Member withdraws his Motion 
speeches can be made on the Amendment | 
before the House. [OppostrIon cries of | 
“Not” ] 

Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


'a Motion 


*THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: I did not 


know that the right hon. Gentleman was 


|gcing to move to report Progress. | 
|thought his speech was directed to the 


Amendment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he pre- 
sumed that it would be allowable on 
to report Progress for the 
Leader of the House to reply to the 


_allegations made by the right hon. Gentle- 


man the Member for Wolverhampton of 
improper conduct on the part of the right 


| hon. Gentleman the President of the Local 
| Government Board. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): On the 
point of order, Mr. Deputy-Chairman, 


'after your ruling. might I ask what 


would be in order ? 


*THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: It is 
quite in order to discuss the conduct o! 
the Government in having given their 
approval to this Amendment. 


Mr. EMMOTT: Have the Government 
given their approval ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he under- 
stood that what the Deputy-Chairman 
had laid down was that it would be 
improper to discuss whether this were 
a good or a bad Amendment, but thai 
it would be in order to discuss whether 
the Government had committed any- 
thing in the nature of a breach of faith 
or of dereliction of duty in saying they 
would leave this an open question ; and 
he should, therefore, abstain altogether 
trom the discussion of whether the 


/Amendment ought to be accepted or 


not. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Wolverhampton had told 


‘them that, in his opinion, this was 


a breach of faith—a violation of a 
pledge ; but he was at a loss to know 


| when the pledge was given, or in what 
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the alleged breach of faith consisted. 
While the right hon. Gentleman in his 
speech, addressed, he presumed, solely 
to that purpose, dragged in all sorts 
of topics which, in his (Mr. Bal- 
four’s) opinion, were not relevant, he 
omitted to touch a matter which was 
relevant, viz., what was the character 


of the pledge he said they had violated 2 | 


—what was that pledge ? 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: When you 


introduced the Bill and took the Second | 
Reading, it passed, if not without a_ 
division, at all events practically with the | 
support of a large section of the House | 


upon the faith of the allegation that the 
Bill was 
Your action in accepting this Amend- 
ment reverses that intention. 
the pledge which was given and which I 
complain is being broken. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said 


the right 


hon. Gentleman declared that it was a | 


breach of faith to alter a temporary Bill 


into a permanent one in Committee. | 


If that were so, then he presumed it 
would also be a breach of faith to alter a 
Kill from a permanent into a temporary 
ore. But twice they had done this. 
Let them be perfectly clear what was 
meint by the allegation of breach of 
faith. 

Mr. 


GEORGE WHITELEY: What 


about the borough Members who are not | 


here to-night ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he failed to 
see that that had anything to do with the 
alleged breach of faith. The accusation 
made was thit the Bill having been 


introduced as a temporary measure was | 


being turned into one of a permanent 
character, and he asked whether it would 
not equally be a breach of faith to intro- 
duce a Bill as a permanent measure and 
turn it into a temporary one. [Cries of 
“No, no!”] The right hon. Member for 
Wolverhampton seemed to think it was 
a matter of enormous importance whether 
the Bill were temporary or permanent, 
but personally he did not think it was, 
either from the point of view of those 
who liked or of those who disliked the 
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|general reform, a much needed and 
| desired reform, of local taxation was 
| meanwhile brought in, in which cas2, of 
course, this Bill would be supplanted and 
| would not be required. This Bill, in their 
| opinion, was an act of justice to a parti- 
| cular class, and it did not affect to be a 
| general solution of the rating question, 
which was one of the most difficult and 
‘complex of problems and one which 
| appeared to him, the more he studied it, 
|to become more difficuit and complex. 
It had been brought prominently 
before their notice by a recent debate 
in the House, and he agreed with 
the right hon. Gentleman in thinking 
that matters were approaching something 
in the nature of a scandal; but this was 
no reason in the world why a Bill which 
he believed to affe:t a just reform, 
| as far as it went, should not be either made 
/permanent or renewed from time to 
time, as he did not doubt it would be, 
until the general reform was brought in. 
Therefore, the Motion of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hamptonwas wholly without warrant, was 
/based upon no argument whatever, and 
was quite uncalled for. If they thought 
the Bill was likely to be dropped when 
its term came to an end, he could only 
|remind them of the speech of the right 
‘hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition on the Second Reading He 
tried to get out of the difficulty in which 
he and his friends had placed themselves 
by their violent opposition to the measure 
| in the first instance and by the calmness 
| with which they had accepted its presen‘ 
| renewal, and he said that when a scheme 
'of this kind was once in operation it 
|must go on; they could not drop it; it 
was sure to go on; they had to accept 
the fact and make the best of it; and 
they assented to its renewal. This 
argument would, of course, be used 
every time the Bill came on for renewal, 
should it be found necessary to again 
renew it in the absence of general legisia- 
tion. He should, however, regard it as 
a great public calamity if a period of 


four vears should again elapse with- 
out the House having either the 


time or the opportunity to deal with 
this complicated and thorny question 
of general justice in our rating svstem, 


Bill. The truth was a Bill of this kind | and if the House did indeed take up this 
was quite certain to be renewed unless a | duty, as he hoped it would, then whether 
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this measure were temporary or perma- 
nent in form it would certainly come to 
anend. The sooner they were able to 
place upon the Statute-book a general 
scheme which would introduce order into 
the chaos, and justice into the anomalies, 
which now affected almost every part of 
the rating system of the country the 
better. 


Agricultural Rates Act 


Str JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Chester- 
le-Street) said he was perfectly in har- 
mony witb the hon. Member for Wolver- 
hampton in charging the Government 
with a breach of faith. This was the 
third time this Bill had been introduced 
as a temporary measure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I have 
stated that the Bill was introduced as a 
permanent measure on both previous 
occasions. 


Str JAMES JOICEY, proceeding, said 
that the Government had not introduced 
it as a permanent measure on this occas- 
sion, and therefore they presumed It was 
not the intention of the Government to 
make it permanent. When the Bill 
passed its First and Second Reading it 
was passed as a temporary measure. 
The House and the Opposition believed 
this to be so; had this not been the case 
it would have received most stre:.uous 
opposition on the part of those opposed 
to the principle of the Bill. 
ernment secured the Second Reading 
pledged to this being a temporary 
measure, and he could not understand 
anvone defending the Government in 
taking such action as it was now doing. 
The right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Local Government Board, who was 
incharge of the Bill, wanted to shuffle off 
and leave it an open question, whilst 
he intended his followers to make it a 
permanent measure. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR dissented, 
saying that making it an open question 
meant that they left their supporters to 
vote as they thought best. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY asked how would 
the Government vote. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR said he 
personally should not vote. 


Mr. A. J. Baljour. 


{COMMONS} 


The Gov- | 
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Srr JAMES JOICEY thought things 
were coming toa pretty pass when the 
Government introduced a Government 
measure, and the Minister in charge of 
it said they were not going to make it a 
Party question, but were going to leave it 
to their supporters to do as they thought 
best, and that he would not vote at all. 
A more extraordinary position he had 
never seen during his whole twenty years 
experience in this House. The right hon. 
Gentleman might think he would deceive 
the country, but he would not. The 
Leader of the Opposition would neve: 
have advised his followers not to oppose 
‘the Act if it had been a permanent 
measure; and this attempt of the 
Government to get it made permanent 
was a most mean one. For his part he 
should give it his strongest opposition. 


Mr. CHAPLIN said that when any 
charge of breach of faith was brought 
against the Government, those who made 
it ought to be fully informed as to the 
facts. The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
and his friends were wrong in saying 
that this Act had always been treated 
as a temporary measure. Both when 
originally introduced and upon its renewal! 
five years afterwards it was brought 
forward as a permanent measure, and 
there was absolutely no foundation for 
| the charge of breach of faith against his 
‘right hon. friend. It was true that on 
| both occasions changes were made in 
| Committee for reasons stated at the time, 
and hon. Gentlemen opposite ought to be 
the last persons in the world to raise the 
difficulties they were now raising. The 
whole afternoon they had been clamour- 
ing for the reduction of the period of th» 
Bill by two years—— 





THE DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN reminded 
the right hon. Gentleman that the ques- 
| tion before the Committee was a Motion 
to report Progress. 


Mr. CHAPLIN said he was giving 
reasons for not reporting Progress. Ho. 
Gentlemen opposite had been declaring 
all the afternoon that if the measure was 
made temporary it would be impossible 
'to deal with the question until th: 
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period of the Act had expired, thereby | 
expressing the desire that it should be | 
, | principle to the Amendment moved by an 
/hon, Member opposite. 


made permanent. 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) quite 
agreed that when charges of breach of faith 
were made they should be based on accu- 
rate information, but the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite had said nothing in his 
remarks to minimise the gravity of the 
charge or to show in any way that it was 
unfounded. According to the right hon. 
Centleman’s own confession the original 
Bill was introduced as a permanent 
measure, but in order to get it through 
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the House the concession was made that | 


it should be only a temporary measure. 
Then when its first term of currency was 
expiring, the measure was reintroduced 
as a permanent proposal, and again for 
the purpose of obtaining the assent of the 
House it was given a temporary character. 
Therefore, so far as the Bill had ever been 
an Act it had been nothing but a purely 
temporary measure, and the Second 
teading of the Bill this year was obtained 
ou the assumption and the express under- 
standing that it was to have the same 
temporary character as the two Acts 
which had preceded it. But what, after 
all, was the description the Government 
themselves had given of the measure ? 
In the King’s Speech they announced 
their intention of introducing Bills “ for 
the renewal of the Agricultural Rates Act 


and other temporary Acts.” It was 
therefore distinguished from other 


proposals as a renewal of a temporary 
measure, How under these circumstances 
the Government could affect to treat it 
as an open question passed his compre- 
hension, and he thought his right hon. 
friend was perfectly entitled to take the 
sense of the House upon his Motion. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES | thought 
hon, Gentlemen opposite hardly realised 
the position in which they were 
placing themselves or the claim they were 
making. An Amendment moved from 
the other side of the House had been 
favourably—perhaps too favourably-— 
received by the Minister in charge of the 
Bill, and their claim really was that no 
Minister should be allowed to accept an 
Amendment, however reasonable, moved 
by his opponents. The President of the 
Local Government Board, while recognis- 
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ing that the Bill was introduced as a 
temporary measure, saw no objection ia 


Was he, there- 
fore, to array the whole forces of the 
Government against what he considered 
to be a reasonable proposal? Was the 
right course to make a violent speech 
against it and call all the forces of the 
Government into the lobby against it. 
He thought not. Whether the right hon. 
Gentleman had taken the most prudent 
course was another point. The Prime 
Minister said he would leave the Amend- 
ment to the House. He wished the 
Government would always take that 
course and leave the dec'sion to the 
House without putting on the Party 
Whips, whenever they saw certain 
merits in an Amendment. He had 
risen to say that he thought it was 
very unfortunate that hon. and right 
hon. Members opposite should accuse the 
Government of a breach of faith because 
they had shown a readiness to accept an 
Amendment proposed by an hon. Member 
opposite. 


Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) said that 
upon this question differences were fun- 
damental, particularly with reference to 
the concrete question which they had 
before them. The renewal of this Aco 
was a@ question which ought to be keps 
within the control of the House of Com- 


, mons, because the landlords’ House would 


have the determination of the question 
whether it should remain perpetual. So 
long as the Act remained a temporary 
one so long they would know that thos» 
who opposed it would have an oppor- 
tunity of taking the sense of the Hous» 
of Commons effectively upon the question 
whether it should continue in force or 
not; but the moment they made it a 
perpetual measure they would place it 
bevond the power of the House of Com- 
mons and hand it over to the House 
which was most interested in the question, 
namely, the House of Lords, whose con- 
sent would be necessary to repeal it. In 
the past there had been an abortive 
attempt made to introduce this Bill as a 
permanent measure, but the Government 
gave up attempting to make it ; ermanent 
and proposed it as a temporary Bill. 
The House of Commons had twice insist: d 
upon this Bill being converted from a 
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permanent to a temporary measure, and 
upon the third occasion the Second 
Reading was obtained upon the under- 
standing that it was to be temporary. 
To make it permanent would be to re- 
move the greatest lever that existed in 
favour of that effort, which all sides 
agreed ought to be made, to alter the 
whole basis and reorganise the whole 
system of rating. So long asthe measure 
remained temporary they acknowledged 
that there ought to be a complete solution 
and they had a lever, and power, and 
inducement, and some compulsion, to 
bring to bear on whatever Government 
might be in power to undertake that 
difficult task; but when they removed 
that Jever by making the measure per- 
manent they postponed the redress of 
that grievance which everybody agreed 
existed, and which they were unanimous 
in believing ought to be remedied. 
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Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) 
said he thought the right hon. Centle- 
man was under a misapprehension. 
The Amendment proposed by the hon. 
Member for South Molton was merely an 
indication that the Bill was to he a 
temporary expedient. He was voting for 
a temporary expedient until a larger 
measure of local taxation reform was in- 
troduced. There were a great many 
Members on that side of the House who 
would not vote for the Amendment for 
one moment if they thought that the Bill 
was anything but a temporary expedient. 
They only wanted justice for the agri- 
culturists, and they were convinced 
that this Bill would give it to them. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said it 
was perfectly true tbat the Bill as 
originally introduced in 1896 was per- 
manent in its character, but in its passage 
through that Hcuse it was altered toa 
temporary measure. And why? The 
reason for that alteration was the pres- 
sure put upon the Government by their 
own supporters who were borough Mem- 
bers. He took an active part in oppos- 
ing that Bill, and a full score of borough 
Members came to him upon its introduc- 
tion and informed him that in their 
judgment it was an unfair and unjust 
Kill for the boroughs, and they said that 
unless the Government could see their 
way to introduce a temporary clause 


Mr. Blake. 
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‘they would join with him in opposing it. 


It was g wrong action on the part of the 
Government at the present time, with- 
out any notification to the large band of 
their borough supporters, practically to 
accept this Amendment. They should 
have had warning of what was going to 
happen. His right hon. friend had in- 
formed the House that if the Bill 
were passed as a permanent measure 
it would require the assent of another 
place in order to repeal it. It 
was possible that the financial clause 
might be repealed by the Finance Bill, 
but the first clause could never be re- 
pealed without the assent of the Hous» 


of Lords. He appealed to Members 
ard especially to the London repre- 
sentatives, whose constituents wer: 


already being charged the equivalent of 
a 3d in the £1 rate in order tc make good 
the funds necessary for carrying out that 
Act, to say whether it was fair of the 
Government to spring this mine upon 
them without due notification, and to 
make the Act a permanent measure. 
He would suggest to the Prime Minister 
and to the President of the Local 
Government Board that it was not fair 
to their own constituenc'es to act in this 
manner. Would it not be an error in 
tactics on the part of the Government to 
oppose this Motion? Let the matter be 
well considered by every Member of the 
House, and then if, after the lapse ofa 
week, they were in favour of the measure 
being made permanent it would be a dif- 
ferent thing altogether. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that all 
difficulty would be got rid of if the hon. 
Member for South Molton would with- 
draw his Amendment, which, he assured 
the Committee, the Government did not 
wish to press upon him, It was a bomb 
thrown from the other side of the House. 
There were many hon. Gentlemen on 
that side who would like this to be a 
permanent measure, and many who would 
not like it. The hon. Gentleman who 
had thrown this apple of discord into 
their midst was evidently regarded by 
all his own friends as having suddenly 
raised a question of which they had had 
no notice, although it was down on the 
Paper, and if he withdrew the Amend- 
ment they might resume in tranquillity 
the further consideration of the measure. 
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Mr. COURTENAY WARNER said | 
the Government had been in favour of | 
the principle contained in this Amend- | 
ment. The Bill had been described in | 
the King’s Speech as a ‘‘ temporary 
sieasure.” [Cries of ‘‘No.”] Yes, that 
was so. It was stated that the Agni- 
cultural Rates Act, and other temporary | 
ineasures, were to be renewed. The 
renewal of temporary measures did not | 
mean that they were to be made perma- 
nent by any possible twisting of words. 
The hon. Member for South Molton had 
always disagreed with the whole of his | 
Party on this question—[An Hon. 
MEMBER: No!]—and he believed he was 
quite alone to-day in the position he had 
taken up, just as he had very often been 
alone before. The Government were at 
one time in favour of the principle of this 
Amendment, but they deserted it under 
pressure from the borough Members. 
Now when the proposal came from the 
Opposition side of the House it was to be 
accepted when the borough Members 
were not there. When the Opposition 
accepted the Bill on the Second Reading 
it was understood on both sides of the 
House that in Committee only technical | 
alterations would be made. It was cer- 
tainly not understood that the great 
alteration Which the Amendment would | 
involve Was going to be made without | 
the House of Commons having notice 
about it. He put it to the Prime 
Minister’s sense of fairness not to press 
the matter further that day. He sup- 
ported the Motion to report Progress. | 
He was speaking in the interests of | 
‘griculture and he hoped the Motion | 
to report Progress would be carried. | 
He believed the Government were under 
quite a misapprehension as to the opinion 
of their own followers on this question. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE | 
said he wished to submit a point in 
support of the suggestion made by the 
Prime Minister in order to get the. 
Committee out of the difficulty. It 
the Amendment were adopted it would | 
make this Act of Parliament permanent ; 
and this was how the Courts would have | 
to interpret it:—Clause 1 of the Act) 
of 1901 would read as follows: “ The | 
period of the continuance of the Agri- | 
cultural Rates Act of 1896 is hereby 


xtended until the 3lst day of March ' 


(10 May 1905} 


| ter. 


'now made was a breach of faith. 


| they had had was a 
_ing object-lesson 
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until Parliament otherwise determine.” 
Now, that was absolute nonsense. The 
hon. Member for South Molton moved 
his Amendment in the wrong place. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) thought 
that some other course should be adopted 
from that suggested by the Prime Minis- 
The Deputy-Chairman should rule 
that the Amendment was out of order 
because it would not read in with the Act 
of 1896. He thought the Prime Minister 
must feel some hesitation in carrying 
the point further when he considered the 
position of the borough Members of the 
House. It was said that the proposal! 
Ten 
years ago it was promised that the case 
of the great cities in regard to rating 
should be considered in the time to come. 
The time to come had come and the case 
had not been considered. There never 
was a case of so much urgency for re- 
porting Progress in order to let the out- 
side public understand what was being 
done by this Act being made permanent. 
It was perfectly unprecedented that the 
Fresident of the Local Government 
Board, who was in charge of the Bill, 


‘and whose duty it was to advise the 


House, could not advise them when the 
case was not clear. 


*Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN: The 
noble Lord has asked me a point of order. 


The Amendment has come in the 
wrong place and it makes nonsense 
of the original Act, without some 


additional words. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that the debate 
most interest- 
of the manner in 
which the House was led: and _ he 
thought the statement which the 
Deputy- Chairman had just made was 
sufficient to induce the Committee to 
register their votes to report Progress. 
The Amendment of the hon. Member 
for South Molton was moved in a very 
small House, with very few Members— 
almost half-a-dozen—on that side ; and 
he maintained that the attitude which 
the right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Local Government Board had taken 
was not proceeding fairly, inasmuch 


/as he seemed to regard the alteration of 


the whole character of the Bill as a 
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minor matter. In the first place, it was 
unfair, because he brought forward the 
Bill as a temporary measure in order 
to get a Second Reading for it; in the} 
second place, he got it into Committee 
as a temporary measure, knowing that | 
scores of Members who voted for the 
Second Reading of the Bill would have | 
been there that afternoon to vote against 
altering it from a temporary to a per- 
manent measure. The right hon. Gentle- 
man got the Second Reading under 
false pretences, because he must have | 
known that at that moment the Govern- 
ment were willing to alter the whole 
character of the Bill. They all knew 
the reason of the change. The right 
hon. Gentleman had been ‘‘ nobbled ’’— 
not for the first time —by the right 
hon. Member for Sleaford, 


Me. 


dissent. 


CHAPLIN was understood to 


Mr. DALZIEL: Yes. The right hon. 
Gentleman knew how near he was to 
the truth, 


Mr. CHAPLIN was again understood 
to dissent. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that if the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Slea- 
ford would say that he did not know 
that the Government were going to 
treat this Amendment of the hon. Mem- 
ver for South Molton as an open ques- 
tion he would withdraw his remark. 
The right hon. Gentleman remained 
silent. Many hon. Members knew it. 
The hon. Member for South Molton 
knew it ; but it was kept a secret. Why 
were these secret conclaves held ? 
This decision was to be taken in a small 
House in consequence of private dis- 
cussions and arrangements. He said 
that to take such a course was not treat- 
ing the Committee with proper respect, 
and they ought, he thought, to protest 
against the shabby treatment of the 
Government in taking off their Whips 
in regard to this matter. Did any 
Member of the Committee ever hear of | 
such a condition of things as a Minister 
in charge of a Bill running out when a 
division was called, and, having his own 
opinion on the subject, not coming forward | 
to express it. He did not know whether | 


Mr, Lalziel. 


{COMMONS! 


‘the Prime Minister thought he was 
going to save the time of the House by 
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taking this sort of course. The right 
hon. Gentleman could have had the 


' whole Bill two hours ago but for this. 


and he thought they ought to protest 
against the Government’; action. 


Mr. DILLON said the Chairman’s 


ruling was an absolutely unanswerable 


argument in favour of reporting Progress. 
What had occurred was an _ unpre- 
cedented thing in the history of the 
House of Commons. Here was a 
Minister leading the House in regard to 
a Bill of his Department, and here was 
an Amendment which had been on the 
Paper for days, if not a week, and the 
Minister got up and announced in a 
solemn speech that he was going to 
leave it an open question, and after 
wasting an hour of the time of the House 
they found they were talking about a 
nonsensical Amendment all the time. The 
Minister in charge of the Bill apparently 
never took the trouble to examine th« 
Notice Paper and satisfy himself that 
this Amendment was sensible. [An Hon 
MemBer: It is not the first time that 
the House has done it.] Quite so; 
it was not the first time that the House 
had done it, but it was the first time 
that a Leader of the House, and a 
Minister in charge of a Bill, had ac- 


cepted an Amendment which wes 
nonsense. He would not blame the 
President of the Local Government 


Board if this had been an Amendment 
sprung upon the Committee, because it 
was not very easy all of a sudden to tell 
whether an Amendment fitted in the Bill. 
When, however, an Amendment had 
been on the Paper for a week the matter 
was different. In this case not much 
labour was involved in examining the 
Notice Paper as there were only three 
Amendments to this Bill. Yet the 
Minister in charge of the Bill could not 
find out whether the Amendment was 
sensible or not. Under these circum- 
stances he supported the Motion to 
report Progress in order to give the 
President of the Local Government 
Board time to study the Amendment. 


Mr. KEARLEY thought they were 
entitled to ask the Minister in charge of 
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the Bill to have the other Amendment on 
the Paper properly examined so that 
the House of Commons might be pre- 
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vented from making itself extremely 


foolish. They had wasted a couple of hours | 


on this Amendment, and it seemed an 


extraordinary thing that the right hon. | 
Gentleman should stand up and debate 
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|}an Amendment when he had not @is- 
| covered whether 
sensible or not. 


the Amendment was 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 170: 
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Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Hibernian Academy. 


Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) | Wylie, Alexander 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm | Younger, 

Question again proposed, “ That the 
words * one thousand nine hundred and’ 
stand part of the clause.” 


And, it being after half-past Seven of 
the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
agin To-morrow. 


EVENING SITTING. 


ROYAL HIBERNIAN ACADEMY, ETC, 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.) 
said those who knew Ireland at the 
present time knew that a yreat revival 
was taking place there; that a new 
spirit had been created amongst the 
people of Ireland by awakening 
them to the beauties of their old 
janguage and literature, and_ their 
inclent position amongst the artistic 
uations of the world. It was his hope 
that this spirit might be properly 
developed, and that by interesting the 
people in these things at home, emigration, 
the worst curse of Ireland, might be 
stopped. The question of the nurture 
of art was one which nearly every 
civilised Government in Europe had 
recognised to be the duty of the State. 
That was the policy long acknowledged 
and acted upon in England, Scotland, 
and Wales with success. The English 
Government had _ officially recognised 
this feeling as far back as 1858, when the 
Treasury in a Minute defined the position. 
That Treasury Minute had been largely 
acted on in England, Scotland, and 
Wales, but in Ireland the matter had 
been treated in a very different manner. 
Let them take the case of Scotland alone 
and compare it with that of Ireland, 
and the House would see the enormous 
difference in the treatment of this 
question in Scotland and in Ireland. 


In Scotland and in Ireland there were 
two separate art institutions. In Scotland 
there was the National Gallery and the 


William 


Royal Scottish Academy. In Ireland 
there was the National Gallery and the 
Royal Hibernian Academy. The point 
to which he desired to address himself 
that evening was the treatment of modern 
art in Ireland and Scotland, and the 
moment this question came to be dis- 
cussed they were met by this curious 
difference between the two countries, 
namely, that, although Scottish Members 
had over and over again alleged that the 
position of modern art in Scotland was 
not satisfactory, the position there was 
far and away better than, and not to be 
compared with, the position of modern 
art in Ireland. The Royal Scottish 
Academy was derived from three different 
sources. It derived its establishment 
and buildings from the Corporation of 
Edinburgh, it got a grant from the 
Scottish public funds, and a grant also 
from the Imperial Treasury. The 
modern side of art in Ireland was es- 
tablished by the Roval Hibernian 
Academy, which was itself established 
in 1826. That Academy had no grant 
whatever from any public fund. In 
1826 a solicitor of Dublin named John- 
son bequeathed his establishment and 
its buildings to the Royal Hibernian 
Academy, and the latest valuation taken 
of the buildings was £7,000. That, 
however, was at a time when its value 
had nct declined so much as it had now, 
and to bring that valuation up to date 
it would be necessary to reduce it by 
half. That was the way in which the 
Scottish and the Irish Academies were 
founded. It might be said that the 
National Gallery in Ireland was extremely 
well off; he did not dispute it, but the 
Treasury Minute of 1858 laid it down 
that the two things should go on side 
by side; that when an establishment 
was set up for ancient art an estab- 
lishment should also be set up for the 
accommodation of modern art. For 
some extraordinary reason which they 
had not been able to discover, that 
system, so far as Ireland was concerned, 
had not been followed, but had been 
deliberately set aside, so much so that 
some years ago an attempt was made 
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by the Irish Local Government Board to | 


suppress the Royal Hibernian Academy 
altogether, and so strangle the modern 
side of art institutions in Ireland. 

The Royal Scottish Academy in 1902 
came to the House and complained that 
even with the endowments that they bad 
they were not in a proper position to 


carry on the artistic education of the, 


nation, and asked that a further grant 
should be made, and for an inquiry 
upon two points. They said, first, 
that the site was not a_ sufficiently 
good site for the establishment 
and was not sufficiently large for the 
Academy school, and, secondly, that the 
endowment was not sufficient for the 
purposes of the schools teaching modern 
art. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
of that day appointed a Committee te 
inquire into the fact whether the site 
of the Royal Scottish Academy was a fit 
and proper one, and secondly whether 
the administration was as efficient as it 
inight be. That Committee reported 
that certain grants ought to be made 
‘rom the Treasury to bring the Royal 
Scottish Academy up to date, and that 
the site was not in their opinion a proper 
site for an institution which was doing 
so much good work for the artistic 
benefit of the nation. The terms of his 
Motion went no further than that. It 
only asked that the Secretary of the 
Treasury would appoint a Commission 
to inquire into the fact whether it was 
not necessary to give Jreland a new 
site for the Royal Irish Academy, and 
whether the grant given was sufficiently 
large for the purposes of this institution. 
fn 1903 a Bill was brought into this 
House entitled the Public Offices (Dublin) 
Bill. That Bill authorised the taking 
over of a large plot of land in the heart 
of the city of Dublin to be utilised for 
public offices. 
a Select Committee of which the hon. 
Member for Durham was the Chairman. 
Mr. Thomas Drew, the president of the 
Royal Hibernian Academy was, among 
others, examined by the Committee, and 
gave evidence as to the area which would 
be necessary for the Royal Hibernian 
Academy. 
at the end of the inquiry the Chairman 
said— 


“TI think it might go out that the question has 


come before us, and I should not mind saying 


Mr. Mooney. 
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That Bill was referred to | 


Nothing was done then, but | 
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myself that it has been shown to be very 
desirable, if possible, that at all events a better 
site should be found for the housing of the 
Royal Hibernian Academy.” 


Very little evidence had been necessary 
to convince that Committee that the 
present site was not one in which justice 
could be done to modern art in Ireland. 


With regard to the second branch of his 
Motion he had already read to the House 
the amount of money which was at the 
disposal of the Royal Scottish Academy. 
which was for all purposes an identical! 
institution with the Royal Hibernian 
Academy. The Royal Scottish Academy 
had an annual income of about £2,000, 
the Royal Hibernian Academy an annual 
income of £50. It was perfectly true 
that the Treasury gave them £300 a year. 
but before that sum was given to them 
they had to bind themselves by resolu- 
tion to keep up modern schools of art 
for which they had to pay £250. Did 
the hon. Member think it right to give 
the Royal Hibernian Academy £50 to 
keep up a school for modern art, when 
in Scotland they got £2,000 for the same 
purpose, and were not even satisfied 
with that. The position of affairs was 
one they could not understand. In 
Scotland it was laid down that these two 
things should be going on at the same 
time, but by one of the secret processes, 
the working of which they could not 
get at, the National Gallery in Ireland 
was given everything, including powers 
given to the director which in Scotland 
a director did not possess, and there was 
an endeavour to strangle the Royal 
Hibernian Academy. 


He wanted also some _ information 
from the Secretary of the Treasury 
with regard to the College of Science. 
It was the intention of the Govern- 
ment of Ireland to build a new College 
of Science in Dublin. They: had ac- 
quired the site, but when it came to the 
question of appointing an architect to 
draw the plans for the new college an 
Englishman was appointed to do the 
work, while at the same time they 


went to Scotland for a_ clerk of 
works. He thought the Secretary of 


the Treasury ought to have made a 
purely Irish job of this. There were 
many Irish architects who would have 
drawn equally good if not better plans, 
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and it was not necessary to get the | 
| Royal Hibernian Academy the amount 


services of either an English architect 
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As regarded the endowment of the 


Hibernian Academy. 


or a Scotch clerk of works. Ireland | given by the Treasury amounted to only 
objected to undesirable alien immigration | £300 a year, out of which £250 had to go 
just as strongly as England, and, when | to the keeping up of the free school. 
they had people in Ireland who were | The value of the site might be reckoned 


as well or better qualified to do the work, 
they objected to the English and Scotch 
aliens being imported into the country 
to take the bread out of Irish mouths, As 


he had said, they had acquired the site | 


ior the new College of Science in one of 
the best parts of Dublin, and were now 
yoing to pull down some of the best old 
houses in that city and in their place 
erect the new College of Science. But 
in the upper part of that building they 
were going to house, not the College of 
Science, but a number of clerks from 
every other Government Department 
in Ireland, and they were going to put 
the College of Science in the basement, 
A portion of the building was also to be 
devoted to technical instruction, and the 
director of technical instruction was 
asked to specify what particular things 
he wanted. One of the things he asked 
for was a forge, for which, however, pro- 
vision was not made, although the archi- 
tect had made provision for everything 
else that had been asked for, He would 
like to know how that was going to be 
provided now. He would also like to 
know what the hon. Gentleman intended 
to do with the building which would be 
vacated by the College of Science when 
the new College of Science was built. 
‘He would suggest to the hon. Member 


that there was another institution in | 


Dublin which was at present housed in 
an outlying portion of the city — the 
Irish College of Music—which might be 
housed in that building He begged to 
move. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) said he 
seconded the Motion of his hon. friend, 
who had shown so conclusively the 
necessity for it that he had left him very 
little to say upon the subject. He 
thought that his hon. friend had made it 
perfectly clear with regard to the Royal 
Hibernian Academy that the action of 
the Treasury in the past had been to 
cause a real set-back in the development 
of modern art culture in Ireland. 


as equivalent to an extra £200 or £300 
/a year, but out of that the Academy 


had to pay its keeper, porter, and other 
fees of that kind. Making all allow- 
ances, the money which the Academy 
could devote to its maintenance was 
little over £100 a year, only £50 of which 
came from Government sources. More- 
over, the site was not granted by the 
Government as was done in the case of 
London and Scotland. In years past 
the Academy had sometimes had to 
depend on voluntary gifts to pay the 
ordinary honorarium to its President 
and Secretary. A site was desired near 
the other Art Institutions in Dublin, 
and in any proposal that might be made 
the proper autonomy of the Academy 
should be preserved. If Irish art was 
to flourish the Academy must have a free 


hand. It was further submitted that 
whatever future arrangements were 


made the small sum now granted should 
not be cancelled. These demands were 
made not only by Nationalist Members, 
but by every shade of opinion in Ireland, 
and they had the support of two suc- 
cessive Lords-Lieutenant. It was much 
to be regretted that the opportunity of 
providing a suitable site in 1905 was not 
availed of. It was a curious anomaly 
that while the National Gallery, the 
School of Art, the Museum, and the 
Library were al] together, the one ir- 
stitution necessary for the development 
of art was hidden away on the neith 
side of the city. 


In connection with the Royal College 
of Science a great opportunity was 
afforded for properly housing the Royal 
Academy of Music. The cultivation of 
music in Ireland was growing to 
a greater extent than at any 
during the last fifty years, and the pre- 
sent accommodation of the Academy 
was altogether inadequate. The great 
belief in the permanence of the move- 


time 


ment for the encouragement of art ia 


Ireland—the language revival, the learn- 


‘ing of folk songs and the cultivation of 
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Irish art in all its phases—rested upon 
the fact that the movement sprang 
from the people themselves. He hoped, 
therefore, the Government would see 


their way to appoint the Commission | 
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jinto consideration the possibility of 
creating large loan exhibitions which 
did so much to cultivate a love of art. 
He heartily welcomed the Resolution 
and would give it his best support. 


asked for, provide. a proper site for the | 


Royal Hibernian Academy, and _ also | 


see that there was no overlapping of 
functions on the part of the art institu- 
tions in Dublin. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That, in the opinion of this 
House, it is necessary in the interest of 
the development of modern art in Ire- 
land to provide the Royal Hibernian 


Academy with a new site, and also to | 


appoint a Commission to inquire whether 


the present system both of endowment | 


and administration of this and other | 
Art and Science Institutions in Ire- 


land is as equitable and efficient as that 
of similar institutions in Great Britain.’ — 
(Mr. Mooney.) 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) 


said it was so often the fate of 
Ulster representatives to differ sharply 
from Nationalist Members that it 
was a double pleasure when they 
found themselves able heartily to 
agree with them. He had _ often 
wondered why it was that Ireland, 


with all the natural gifts and qualities 
of her people, was so backward in matters 
affecting art. The Irish people had 
the gift of imagination, the romantic 
poetic temperament, and the love of 
the beautiful, and yet they had not 
taken a prominent place in art move- 
ments. Ireland had produced great sol- 
diers out of all proportion to other 
parts of the United Kingdom, and had 
been prolific in the production of great 
orators, but she had not produced many 
great painters. Nor had she produced 
any really great poet, though there were 


a number of distinguished Irish poets | 
and a school of Insh poetry which was | 


claiming increased attention. It was 
ccmmonly said that Ireland could not 
afford to encourage art. 
which also was a comparatively poor 
country, had produced many great 


artists, though one of the most pro- | 


minent members of the Glasgow School 
was really an Irishman. He hoped the 
Commission, if appointed, would take 


Mr. Boland. 


But Scotland, | 


Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) said 
| that as an old citizen of Dublin he could 
endorse everything which had been said 
_by previous speakers. Everybody who 
_knew the topography of Dublin knew 
'what a shabby and miserable abode the 
Academy was for one of the principal 
of the Muses. He wondered the re- 
_presentative of the Treasury did not 
blush when the net amount of the grant 
from the Government was named. He 
/hardly agreed with the last speaker 
that Ireland had not produced some 
great votaries of painting but they 
were by no means indebted to the Govern- 
ment patronage or to the existence of 
'the Royal Hibernian Academy. Hogan, 
the sculptor, and several others might 
|be named as showing that the Irish 
people had the imagination, the natura! 
love of art, the romantic disposition, 
and all those elements which went to 
uplift a material nation. They did 
not possess the art of making money, 
but they only needed fair play to excel 
almost every other country in Europe in 
producing modern artists. What was 
wanted by this Resolution was that the 
Government should institute an inquiry 
and provide a proper site. Dublin was 
rich in public buildings, but they were 
all built in the time of the Irish Parlia- 
ment and not since that Parliament had 
been taken away. He hoped the dis- 
cussion would lead to something being 
done, as the Academy at present was a 
standing reproach to the country. It 
was not reasonable that such institutions 


should be practically dependent on 
charitable subscriptions. £40,000 was 


given to endow the Scottish Academy. 
Without wishing to enter into any 
national rivalry, it had always seemed 
'that Scotland took care of itself in its 
/own quiet way, and, while the Irish were 
knocking at the door and vociferously 
demanding help, the Scotchman got in 
| at the back and emptied the purse. As 
to the Academy of Music, that was 
wretchedly housed. He trusted that 
| the endowment of that institution would 
_be enlarged, because of all countries in 
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the world Ireland ought to be productive | 
of the greatest musicians and artists. | 
Nothing would so far soothe and} 
geverally improve the rather depressed | 
condition of the country as the en-| 
couragement and cultivation of music. | 
He asked those at the British Treasury to | 
put their hands in their pockets and give 
them a proper site for the Royal Academy 
of Music, and thus carry out the sug- | 
sestion of the hon. Member for South 
Dublin. Irishmen believed that justice 
had not been done to Ireland in this 
matter, and that no encouragement what- | 


ever had been given to art and science in | 
Ireland. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON 
(Hackney, 8.), in supporting the Resolu- 
tion, said that nobody could dispute that 
the public buildings which had been re- 
ferred to were not so good as the country 
was entitled to demand. He considered, 
however, that the demand for improve- 
ment in art and science in Ireland was a 


modern one. [NATIONALIST cries of 
“No, no!”| He did not think that it 
had been an earnest demand until 


quite recent years. He thought that 
Ireland was now waking up to the 
necessity for having the opportuni-_ 
ties for acquiring science and art de- 
cidedly improved, and he hoped there 
would be some imprevements carried out 
in the buildings in which science and art 
were taught. There was no doubt that the 
public buildings which had been alluded 
to in Dublin were in a very bad state. 
Frequently he had taken people up to 
Dublin when visiting Ireland, and he had 
always been ashamed of the buildings 
of the Hibernian Academy. There were 
some fine buildings in Dublin, but the 
outside of the public buildings devoted 
to art were very shabby. A suggestion 
had been made that some good might be 
done to Ireland by a loan collection, but 
in his opinion Ireland was entitled to have 
such works of its own. He did not think 
it would be for the benefit of art in the 
United Kingdom as a whole to have the 
yreat national treasures now kept in| 
London moved about from place to place. 
He thought such a course would dis- 
tinctly lessen the value of London | 
Museums. If foreigners thought that 
these valuable treasures were not always 
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kept in London, but were sometimes kept 
at Edinburgh, Dublin, and other centres. 


it would do much injury to the London 
museums. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said he only 
meant that specimens of some of the great 


| painters should be lent to other parts 
_of the country occasionally, and he had 


no idea of denuding the London col- 


| lections. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON said 


that, in his opinion, the taking away ot 


a certain number of the best works 


| would be an injury to a collection, and 


it would not do a corresponding amount 


/of good to the country to which they 


were sent. It had been pointed out that 


_at the present moment there was a move- 


ment on foot to increase the property 
of the Irish nation in works of art. It 
was clear, therefore, that the first step to 
be taken was to provide suitable buildings 
to receive works of art, and then it was 
more likely that works of art would be 
given to Ireland. As long as the art 
buildings remained in their present 
state there was no inducement te anyone 
to give works of art to Ireland. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
he wished te put it plainly to the hon. 
Gentlemen sitting on the Treasury Bench 
was a 
disgrace to the country. Everybody who 
had the slightest acquaintance with the 
rudiments of art must be aware of the 
fact that there was no encouragement 
whatever given to an Irish artist in 
Ireland. And why? Because the pro- 
vision for teaching art was not sufficient. 
Irish artists had first of all to produce 
pot boilers,” and then, when celebrity 
came to them, they had to migrate 
to England. Indeed, there was no room 
for art production in Ireland, and the 
blame of starving art in Ireland was due 
to the policy of the British Exchequer. 
Scotland received forty times as much 
from the Treasury as Ireland did for art 
education. He supposed it was because 
the majority of Irish Members were 
looked upon not as art critics but politica! 
critics. Those who had visited the 
Academy of Music and the Royal Hiber- 
nian Academy in Dublin would at once 
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see that the Government did not foster | and the investigations of that Commission 
art in Ireland. Those acquainted with | proved that, on the contrary, no country 
the history of Ireland could not deny | in the world had been so generous in its 
that Ireland had produced a much | private contributions to art as Scotland. 
greater crop of first-class artists in|In Edinburgh one private person had 
proportion to its opportunities than | given £60,000; the city of Edinburgh 
this country had. He hoped the Trea- | had given a site for £1,000 which was 
sury would raise no objection to the | valued at £30,000; and Glasgow had, 


Royal Hibernian Academy. 


terms of this Motion, because it was 
a very reasonable one, and ought to 
be granted immediately. He hoped that 
all the art buildings would be put together 
and arranged in one artistic group so 
that those using them would be able 
to visit them together. Those who 
had studied the question knew that art 
entered very largely into commercial | 
education in Ireland. In the manufac- | 
ture of lace it was admitted that in 
artistic design the Irish people were | 
ahead of England and Scotland, and | 
they only wanted the opportunity of still | 
further developing the artistic talents 
which undoubtedly were to be found 
in the Irish people. He recommended 
the Chief Secretary to spend an after- 
noo1 in the so-called Royal Hibernian 
Academy, and he would come back 
convinced that the sooner it was rebuilt 
the better it would be, not only for Irish | 








| during the last twenty or thirty years, 
expended £750,000 between private 
munificence and municipal enterprise 
upon the development of art. Out of 
private munificence the citizens of Glas- 
gow had erected the finest art gallery in 
the world. And this was the country 
which was held up to ridicule not many 
years ago for its parsimony in connection 
with art. He sympathised with the de- 
mand of the Irish Members. The truth 
was that in grants for art Lendon was 
the great monopolist. 


*Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) said 
that he should like very briefly to support 
his hon. friend in the Motion which he 
had brought forward. He did not think 
the language which had been used was 
at all too strong in describing the 
extraordinary buildings in which cer- 


art, but for the reputation of the British | tain of our Science and Art Institutions 
House of Commons, which was responsible | were housed. Certainly he did not 
for this state of things. The policy ofstar-| think that his right hon. friend had 
vation had undoubtedly kept art back in | exaggerated the dinginess of the sur- 
Ireland, and that policy had been adopted | roundings or of the edifice itself in which 
by this country in regard to everything | the Royal Hibernian Academy was to be 





artistic in Ireland. He had much 
pleasure in supporting the Motion, and 
he hoped the Secretary to the Treasury 
would not offer any objection to its 
adoption by the House. 


Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said 
that in 1902 the Scottish Members found 
that Scotland was not getting its fair 
share from the Imperial Exchequer for 
art. Ireland during thirty-three years 
had got £34,000, while Scotland during 
forty-five years only got £6,000. 
then Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
right hon. Member for West Bristol 
said that the contributions from the 
Imperial Exchequer for art were in pro- 
portion to the local donations, and that 
Scotland showed parsimony in_ that 
respect. But the Scottish Members 


demanded a Commission on the subject, 


Mr, Field. 


The | 


| found, nor did he think anyone had des- 
| cribed adequately the amazing conditicn 
/in which the only public institution 
'in Dublin prosecuting the art of music 
| was to be found. He certainly thought 
that the transference of the College of 
| Science to another building afforded a 
| very proper and obvious means of pro- 
| viding an institution doing most excellent 
| work with a building which would be 
| more suitable to its requirements. He 
hoped the suggestions put forward by the 
/mover of this Amendment would be 
| favourably received by the Treasury. 
It would not cost a very big sum, and it 
was practically all that was asked by 
Ireland for the encouragement of the 
art of music. 


If the Commission asked for was 
appointed it should be given as wile 
a scope as possible so as to include 
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not only those institutions which had 
been mentioned but others also. 
present time the National Library in 
Dublin was suffering from many quite 
avoidable defects. Its accommodation, 
whether for books or readers, was wholly 
insufficient. If the Secretary of the 
Treasury would look at the reports pre- 
sented by the trustees, he would find 
that the growth in the number of readers 
in that institution had 
the most remarkable way from year 
to year, and he would find that, as 
compared with the total population of 
Dublin, it compared in the most striking 
and favourable way with such a place as 
the reading-room of the British Museum. 
he trustees had reported that the light- 
ing was exuremely bad and the electric 
lamps were almost worn out, and that 
there was not sufficient accommodation for 
the books. At the present time the hall 
of the library was full of immense packing 
cases containing the proceedings of a 
learned society in America which had been 


presented by that society, but for which | 


the Librarywas quite unable to find room. 
The accommodation for readers, especially 
in the evening, was wholly insufficient. 
He understood that the original plan 
contemplated the erection of a wing 
which had not yet been built, though 
the building as it stood was quite unfit 
for its purposes. He did not ask the 
Secretary of the Treasury to give any 
pledge on the subject ; he merely pointed 
to these facets as showing that any Com- 


mission which might be appointed should ' 


be given sufficiently wide powers to 
enable it to take into consideration all 
the institutions of science and art in 
Dublin. He did not know that it ought 
not also to take into consideration the 
present constitution and working of the 
Royal Trish Academy. There haa been in 
many quarters great dissatisfaction with 
the working of that institution. That dis- 
satisfaction was felt not by hostile critics, 
but by members of the Academy, who 


desired that a Commission should be. 


appointed to consider the working of the 
institution, He heartily supported the 
Motion, 


Sir J. STIRLING-MAX WELL (Glas- 
gow, College) said that, as a Scottish 
VOL. CXLY. [Fourru Series] 


{10 May 1905} 


At the | 


increased in| 


1566 


Member, he felt that he owed hon. 
Members opposite an apology for inter- 
vening in the debate, but he assured 
them that he did so ina very friendly 
spirit, and with every desire to help 
them in the important movement of 
which he hoped the Motion would be 
provocative. He felt that both Scotland 
and Ireland had been starved in regard 
to the institutions which were the subject 
of the Motion, but in justice to Scotland 
he must say chat the real difference 
between England and Scotland lay, not 
so much in the amount of money paid, as 
in What the character of that money was. 
The Scotch grant was not very large, but 
he thought it was equal to, if not larger 
than that received by Ireland, since the 
agitation on the question—an agitation 
which, he thought, had been successful. 
The great grievance was that the modest 
grant of £2,000 was not Imperial money at 
all, but money of which they should have, 
and he hoped would have, the capitalised 
value to spend on any building or 
public undertaking, while the charges now 
defrayed by the £2,000 a year would in 
decency have to be defrayed by the Trea- 
sury. InScotland they were very grateful 
to Ireland for giving, a few years ago, the 
opportunity which led to a rather un- 
willing Chancellor of the Exchequer 
paying attention to their appeal. He 
could not say that either country had 
received anything like justice in this 
matter. 


Hibernian Academy. 


He did not presume to go into 
the details of the administration of the 
Irish institutions in question, but there 
were two things he should like to say. 
In the first place it was a very strange 
thing that in this country few people 
seemed to appreciate the importance of 
the subject, or to realise that the institu- 
tions now under discussion lay at the 
very root of the higher part of our com- 
mercial prosperity. If they dried up the 
wells of design their commercial 
prosperity would not be carried much 
further. It was of importance that 
every country should attend to this 
matter, but it was not attended to in 
the United Kingdom. We seemed to 
forget these things, but other countries 

3H 








1567 


did not forget them, and on the Con- 
tinent, not only the capitals and great 
provinces, but the chief towns of 
every department, had institutions of 
which our Capitals would be very proud. 
In France and Italy, and even in such 
countries as Spain, these things were 
much better attended to than in this 
country. No people could take too much 
trouble in seeing that this class of in- 
stitution was well managed. He did not 
say that these institutions in Ireland 
were not well managed—he believed 
most of them were well managed—-but 
he did say that like institutions in Scot- 
land had been worse managed than he 
had ever heard of in any country. They 
had a system under which one body 
threw a network over the great institu- 
tions of the kind included in this Motion 
and some others, and unfortunately it 
was a body of an extremely incompetent 
character. They had allowed these 
institutions to sink into a position which 
it was a scandal to witness, He was 
anxious to warn hon. Members opposite 
not to allow institutions of this kind to 
go under the management of such a body. 
In Scotland their institutions had sunk 
to an almost contemptible position 
through the neglect of the body who 
was supposed to look after them, and 
the effect had been that Scotland had 
received in the last twenty or thirty 
years much less than she should have 
received of public money. While Ireland 
was getting the equivalent of private 
gifts their stupid governing body in 
Scotland allowed such opportunities to 
That was a warning to keep a 
eye on the governing body, 
and he hoped Ireland would not 
fall into difficulties from which Scot- 
land was just beginning to emerge. 


Royal 


pass, 
strict 


Ifa Committee was to be appointed for 
Ireland, he could not wish anything 
better than that they should have the 
same Chairman as they had in Scotland, 
namely, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Home Secretary, who, by his perseverance 
and courage, had secured evidence and a 
Report which, it was to be hoped, would 
make a complete reform in these matters 
in Scotland. people seemed 

Sir J. Stirling-Maxwell, 
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to think that matters relating to the 
adornment of life were, perhaps not 
trifling, but comparatively unimportant. 
He thought that was a very shallow 
view, and when he looked into history 
he felt convinced that that was the 
cause why Spain, once a_ great 
commercial country, had lost its com- 
mercial greatness. These were not 
trifling matters, for they related 
in a very true sense to our national work, 
and to the conditions on which our 
commercial prosperity in a great measure 
depended. 


Hibernian Academy. 


*Mr. DOBBIE (Ayr Burghs) assured 
hon. Members from Ireland that the 
Scotch Members would do what they 
could to assist in getting this matter 
adequately settled. He was bound to 
say that the picture drawn by his hon. 
and learned friend gave too rosy a view 
of the relative financial position of Scot- 
land and England, and perhaps even of 
Ireland. On some points Ireland was 
more favoured. He hoped that, if a 
Commission was appointed and there 
was a result favourable to Ireland, 
nothing definite would be done until the 
existing inequalities between Scotland 
and England had also been to some 
extent redressed. Reference had been 
made to the annual grant given to 
Scotland. That represented part of the 
repayment of a debt which was con- 
tracted at the time of the Union in return 
for burdens which were then imposed on 
Scotland, and the Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee bore out the view 
that in getting the £2,000 a year they 
were merely getting an annuity in respect 
of value given, and not getting a contri- 
bution from the Treasury. In regard to 
the £20,000 received by Scotland towards 


‘the cost of sites the House should bear 


in mind that it represented only a fifth 
of the value of the sites, and that four- 
fifths of the cost had come from private 
benefactions and the contributions of 
municipalities. As to the annual pay- 
ment for maintenance he thought the 
treatment of Ireland compared favour- 
ably with that of Scotland. The figures 
for 1903 showed that while Ireland 
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Royal 


received several thousand pourds, Scot- 
land only got £100. London got no less 
than £80,000. Looking at all these facts 
the House would realise that on the 
question of Treasury contribution Scot- 
land had a great deal of leeway to 
make up before she could be said to be 
treated on favourable or just terms. 
He had received a print of a letter from 
Sir William Armstrong, director of the 
National Gallery of Ireland, in which 
that great authority on art said— 

“It is impossible to deny that Scotland, not 
the least artistic of the three countries governed 
from Westminster, has been treated very badly 
indeed by the central authorities. The whole 
blame for this must be borne by the Scottish 
representatives in Parliament.” 


He was unwilling to lie under that 
censure any longer, and he hoped the 
Scottish Members would soon get an 
opportunity of ventilating their grievance 
on this question. He hoped that the 


Commission proposed by his hon. friend | 


would be appointed. and that it would 
result in a rearrangement of the grants 
to Ireland and Scotland, which would 
remove the present inequalities and 
give great satisfaction to both countries 
in this matter. 


*Mr. CUMMING MACDONA (South- 
wark, Rotherhithe) said the Royal 
Hibernian Academy had carefully pre- 
served many valuable manuscripts, and 
he supposed the reason why they had 
not preserved or published a larger 
uumber was that they had not been 
given suflicient money to search the 
libraries of the Continent, where these 
maguificent manuscripts were to be found, 
having been lodged there for safety 
hundreds of years ago by the great chiefs 
of Ireland driven from their country by 
the ruthless marauders who invaded their 
territory from here in 1641, and the 
subsequent risings of an indignant race, 
famed all over Europe for their magni- 
ficent manuscripts and illustrious litera- 
ture up till then carefully preserved by 
themselves. The hon. Member for 
Dumbartonshire, and the hon. Mem- 
ber for the College Division of Glasgow, 
had talked of the liberality of the 
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Scotch people in supporting art, and they 

| had also borne generous testimony to the 
position of Ireland in this matter, 
but both had admitted—and they were 
all agreed in this—that both countries 
had been treated very illiberally in the 
matter. If Scotland had been treated 
scantily, Ireland had, so far as he could 
/see, beer treated shabbily by the 
paltry grant given to it. The Academy 
had republished the Book of Ballymote, 
‘the Book of Kells, and a number of 
magnificent manuscripts in their charge. 
These were amongst the most magnifi- 
cent productions in the world, full of 
the choicest gems of literature, and the 
rarest specimens of medieval illumination 
of the most brilliant and artistic descrip- 
tion; and if funds could be provided 
to enable them to continue this work 
the House would be able to congratulate 
itself on having done a great deed. 


*Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
tHE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror CAaven- 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.) said that before 
referring to the subject brought forward 
hy the Resolution, he felt that he must 
touch on the aspersions cast on the 
Treasury by the mover in regard to the 
Royal College of Science in Dublin. In 
securing Sir Aston Webb as the principal 
architect of the Royal College of Science 
in Dublin, the Treasury had reason to 
congratulate themselves, for Sir Aston 
Webb had as great experience as any 
man in England. They had also availed 
themselves of the valuable services of an 
Irish architect. The clerk of the works, 
although he was by ancestry a Scotsman, 
had spent most of his business life in 
Ireland, and done a great deal of private 
and public work there. If they had gone 
outside Ireland for men in certain cases, 
he would point out that they were not 
the sole offenders in this respect. In The 
Times of the 2nd instant he read that 
the Dublin Corporation refused, by a 
considerable majority, to ratify the 
acceptance of proposed Irish contracts 
for cement and dustbins which were 
much higher than the lowest tenders. As 
far as was possible the Treasury would 
employ Irishmen and Irish materials. 
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He was unable to state definitely that 
night what were their intentions with 


Royal 


regard to the allocation of the rooms | 


within the new building of the Royal 
College of Science, Dublin, but he would 
give his most careful consideration to the 
subject, and would most willingly bear 
in mind the suggestions which had been 
made from various quarters of the 
House. 


With reference to the main portion 
of the Resolution, a_ great 
comparisons had been made during the 
debate between Scotland and Ireland. 
He noticed that there was a very formid- 
able combination between representa- 
tives of Scotland and TIreland—-whatever 
differences otherwise they might have— 
to make a raid on the Treasury. The 
success which had attended the efforts 
of his hon. friends from Scotland a few 
vears ago had been quoted as an additional 
inducement to continue that course on 
both sides of the House. He had no 
doubt that on the next occasion when his 
hon. friends from Scotland desired to 
make another demand on the Treasury 
they would receive the same amount of 
generous assistance from hon. Gentlemen 
from Ireland as they were giving that 
night to their Irish colleagues. But he 
would tell the House that the benches 
were not so full at that moment as they 
would be on Monday and Tuesday of 
next week when they would be discussing 
the Second Reading of the Finance Bill. 
He dared say much would be heard from 
hon, Gentlemen opposite about the 
waste and squandering of the public 


money by the Government in all direc- | 


tions. It to talk of 
economy, but these small sums demanded 
for various purposes amounted to an 
enormous total. As to comparisons 
between what had been given to Scotland 
and Ireland, he was not sure that they 
were not dangerous to Ireland, for he could 
adduce figures which would go to show 
that Ireland at that moment was re- 
ceiving more than Scotland. However, 
he thought that those who had instituted 
those comparisons had not taken sufficient 
account of the facts of the case. He 
believed it had not been sufficiently 
present to the minds of those who had 
Mr. Victor Cavendish. 


was very easy 
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| made these comparisons that much had 


been done by various corporations, and 
by private individuals. 


The wish had been expressed that 
night that better arrangements should 
be made for the housing of the 
Royal Hiberian Academy. He thought 
he could take it that there was a 
very general agreement on that point. 
But there were two possible objections 


to which he would like to refer. In 
cases where an institution receiving 


Government aid, and bringing a certain 
amount of traffic to the district in which 
it was situated, was suddenly transferred 
elsewhere, there was very often a con- 
siderable outcry in the locality from 
which the removal took place. He 
hoped he might take it that ihe Govern- 
ment would be free from attacks on that 
line. There had aiso been a good deal 
of criticism in the past, though he had 
not heard it in the case of Dublin, on 
plans for bringing all buildings of this 
nature within a small area, If anything 
were done to bring this academy nearer 
the other science and art buildings in 
Dublin, he hoped the Government would 
not be accused of improperly concen- 
trating them in one comparatively small 
district. 


He had “given careful attention to 
the debate, and had noted a unanimous 
feeling in favour of inquiry. While 
unable, in any degree, to commit the 
Treasury to expenditure, he admitted 
that a case for inquiry had been made 
out. He was not at all sure that full 
value was obtained for the money ex- 
pended, He, on behalf of the Govern- 
ment, would undertake that there should 
be an inquiry, though he was unable at 
the moment to describe the nature and 
scope of it. He gathered from what had 
been said that there was a desire that 
_the inquiry should follow the lines of 
that which was held in reference to 
Scotland, and upon that he would 
‘consult with the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland and the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. Whether upon the Report of 
|the tribunal the Treasury would be 
| justified in making a further demand upon 
\the taxpayers he could give no pledge ; 
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Adjournment 
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of the House, 


he would agree there should be anj| before the House might be summed up 


inquiry, and later, by private communi- 
cation with hon. Members, or discussion 
upon the Estimates, details should be 
arranged. Upon this assurance he 
hoped the Motion would be withdrawn. 


Mr. MOONEY said that after the speech 
of the hon. Gentleman he would withdraw 
his Motion on the understanding that the 
hon. Gentleman would do his best to 
appoint this Committee of inquiry in the 
same manner as the Committee had been 
appointed for Scotland. As to the per- 


sonnel of the Committee, he would be | 


perfectly satisfied if it were of the same 
stamp as the Committee for Scotland. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


ALIEN PILOTS. 
Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 


said the question he wished to bring 


in a few words. It was that the practice 
of granting certificates to aliens, enabling 
them to act as pilots in British waters, 
constituted a national danger, was an 
injustice to duly qualified British 
subjects, and ought to be discontinued 
This subject related to what wes really a 
very anomalous state of things if the law 
in this country was compared with the 
pilotage law in all the other countries in 
the world. In proof cf the dissatisfac- 
tion and alarm caused by the existing 
state of the law he would refer to certain 
circumstances which took place in March 
last. 


Notice taken that forty Members were 


not present; House counted, and forty 


Members not being present. 


The House was adjourned at 
twenty-eight minutes after 
Eleven of the clock till To- 


morrow, 


[APPENDICES.] 
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VOLUME 144. 
BUDGET SPEECH, 1908. 


ERRATUM. 
In column 1050, line 20, for ‘6s. 9d. per proot 
gallon,” read “ 69d. per proof gallon”; line 23, for 
“14s. 3d.,” read “ 14°3d.” 
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ISTIMATES FOR CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUR DEPARTMENTS, 
1905-6, 


MEMORANDUM BY THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE TREASURY. 
T.—Crvit SERVICES. 


1. The net total of the Estimates for Civil Services for 1905-6 is 28,614,2211. The 
net total of the original Estimates for 1904-5 was 27,983,920/. The increase is there- 
fore 630,3017., of which 533.4097. arises under Class IV. Education, Science and Art). 
The balanee of the increase is more than accounted for by the inclusion in the 
Hstimates for 1905-66 of a Vote for deficiencies on the accounts of Savings Banks and 
Friendly Societies (146,989/.), no corresponding Vote having been taken in 1904-5, 


2. In the following abstract and throughout the detailed Estimates comparison is 
made, according to the usual practice, with the total grants made for the service of 
the year 1904-5 in the session of 1904. Thus the figures for 1904-5 comprise, in 
addition to the original estimates for the year, Supplementary Estimates to the 
amount of 74,297/.. which were voted in the summer of 1904. The result (after allow- 
ing for the transfer, for purposes of comparison, of the sum of 500/. from the Vote for 
the Post Office) is a net total for 1904-5 of 28,058,717/. On this basis of comparison 
the Estimates for 1905-6 show an increase of 555,504/. 


3. The number of Votes is 105, being one more than the original number for 1904-5 
In class V. the Vote for Uganda and Kast Africa Protectorates and Uganda Railway 
disappears, those services having been transferred from the Foreign Office to the 
Colonial Office as from Ist April next. They are, therefore, included in the Estimate 
for Colonial Services. In the same Class a Vote for a grant in aid to Cyprus has been 
added. In Class VI. an additional Vote appears for the deficiencies upon the last 
accounts of Savings Banks and Friendly Societies. No Vote for this service was taken 
in 1904-5, as the deficiencies on the accounts for 1903 were made good on a Supple- 
mentary Estimat: at the close of 1903-4. An additional Vote appears also in Class 
VIL. for a grant in aid of the expenses which may be incurred on the occasion of the 
visit to India of their Royal Highnesses the Prince and Princess of Wales. The Vote 
taken in 1904-5 to complete the grant-in-aid of the Roval Commission for the St. Louis 
Kxhibition, 1904, no longer appears. 


Chass L. 


4. The total sum required for Public Works and Buildings is 2,697,711/., being an 
increase of 74,393/. on the amount voted (including a Supplementary Estimate of 
5450/, for Osborne) in 1904, The principal increases are in respect of Diplomatic and 
Consular Buildings (36,900/.), Revenue Buildings (37,900/.), and Rates on Government 
property (24,018/.). On the other hand, Railways (Ireland) show a decrease of 28,183/., 
due mainly to the termination of the annuities to repay advances by the National Debt 
Comunissioners for the purposes of the Light Railways (Ireland) Acts 1889 and 1893. 


). The increase under Diplomatic and Consular Buildings is due to the provision 
which it has been found necessary to make for the purchase and adaptation of a house 
for His Majesty’s Embassy at Madrid. 
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6. The increase under Revenue Buildings arises under Sub-heads K. and O. (Post 
Office and Telegraph Buildings), for which a provision of 400,000/., as agains 352,000/, 
in 1904-5, has been made. The amount is large, but, as explained in my memorandum 
on the Estimates last year, arrears which accumulated during the South African War 
have to be made up, in order to provide accommodation in many localities the ex- 
penditure for which was deferred owing to financial exigencies. It is hoped that, 
this has been done, the annual estimate for these works may be brought within more 
moderate dimensions. In the meantime 25,000/. less has been taken for Purchase of 
Sites under the Post Office Estimate (Sub-head H.), so that the net total addition on 
this account for 1905-6 is not more than 21,000/. 


7. The increase of 24,0187. in the Rates Vote, following on an increase of 20,580), 
in 1904-5, is due, as in past years, in part to the larger amount of Government pro- 
perty in respect of which contributions are made, and in part to the increased poundage 
of the rates themselves. 





8. The original estimate for 1904-5 for Osborne was 15,100/., but in the course of | 


last session a Supplementary Vote of 5,450/. was taken, making a total provision of 
20,5507. With the completion of the initial works and alterations which were 
necessary in adapting Osborne to the purposes of a convalescent home, a normal 
provision only is required, and the Estimate shows a net reduction of 200/. on the 
original Estimate for 1904-5. 


9. There is an increase of 13,100/. on Public Buildings, Great Britain, accounted 
for mainly by increased charges in respect of annuities to repay advances by the 
National Debt Commissioners under the Public Buildings Expenses Act, 1903. Pro- 
vision is made in the Houses of Parliament Buildings Estimate for an exceptional 
charge of 10,000/., being a sum due to the London County Council in connection with 
the conveyance to H.M. Government of premises in Abingdon Street. 


Crass II. 


10. The total estimate for salaries and expenses of Civil Departments is 
2,738,163/., being a net increase of 46,773/. on the amount voted (including Supole- 
mentary Grants of 3,090/.) in 1904. A transfer to Vote 34 of this Class (Department 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction) from Class [V., Vote 1 (Board of Educa- 
tion) of the sum of 2,679/. has been made in respect of the Geological Survey of 
Ireland. 


11. The increase of 1,183/. and 2,440. under the House of Lords and House of 
Commons Offices, respectively, is due almost entirely (as was the case in 1904-5, when 
the increase on the Estimate for the two offices was 13,871/.) to the decline in the 
amount realised from Private Bill Fees (appropriations in aid). To some extent this 


is attributable to the effect of recent legislation extending the system of Provisional | 


Orders. The requrements of the Home Office show an estimated increase of 10,5351, 
of which 6,500/. is in respect of contributions to Certified Inebriate Reformatories. 
There was an increase of the same amount under this head in last year’s Estimate. 
Under Board of Trade there is an increase of 18,464/., of which 8,862/. is due to further 
reorganisation of staff in the Patent Office, necessitated by the passing of the Patents 
Act, 1902. Provision has been made for strengthening further the staff of the Com- 
mercial, Labour and Statistical Department, and for the employment of Commercial 
Correspondents in British Colonies and possessions, An exceptional item of 4,250/ 
comes on the Estimate this year for costs in connection with the Port of London Bill 
during 1903-4 and 1904-5, which must now be charged to the Vote. Under Local 
(rovernment Board, provision has been included for a special staff in connection with 
assistance rendered by that department to the local authorities in the adminis- 
tration of the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. The increase of 3,746/. under Office of 
Works and Public Buildings arises to some extent from the necessity of strengthening 
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the staff to deal with the growing requirements of the Public Service, but is due more 
especially to the work in connection with Post Office and Telegraph Buildings. It is 
anticipated, however, that the whole of this increase may not be permanent. The 
increase of 3,211/. under Local Government Board, Ireland, includes provision which 
has been made for temporary assistance in connection with the relief of distress due 
to the partial failure of the potato crop in certain Western Districts of Ireland. The 
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) shows an apparent 
decrease of 1,393/. This, however, is due to the transfer of 3,500/., Grant in aid of 





AP 


Technical Instruction, to the Ireland Development Grant, so that there is an actual 
increase of 2,107/., of which 1,000/. is in respect of the allocation of a larger proportion 
of the Swine Fever Grant to Ireland, the corresponding saving as regards Great 
Britain being shown under the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries. The Geological 
Survey of Ireland has been transferred from the Board of Education. 


—-- 


| Ciass ILI. 


12, Under the head of Law and Justice, the Estimates, at a total of 3,860,30060. 
show a net decrease of 21,547/. The principal decreases are 19,000/. under County 
Courts and 40,195/. under Royal Irish Constabulary. The principal increases are 
20,681/. under Prisons, England and the Colonies, and 27,073/. under Irish Land 
Commission. 


13. The growth of the Kstimate for Prisons (Hngland and Colonies) is due mainly to 
the increase of the number of prisoners in local prisons. There is a marked tendency 
to an increase in the number of summary commitments, which is made the subject of 
analysis and enquiry in the last Annual Report of the Prison Commissioners (§16-24)— 
Cd. 2273. More accommodation, especially in the Metropolis, is therefore required, 
and it is hoped that, when this has been provided, the expenditure under Escort and 
Conveyance, which continues to grow, may be reduced. An increased amount is 
taken for the provision of Officers’ Quarters, and the Estimate for Pay and Allowances 
includes provision for the staffing of a new block at Aylesbury State Inebriate 
Reformatory and of the new Lunatic Asylum at Parkhurst. 





14. The experience gained in the working of the Land Registry has made it 
possible to frame an Estimate without the large margin for increase of business 
hitherto provided, with the result that the Estimate shows a net reduction of 2,725/. 
The decrease of 19,000/. under County Courts is due to increased receipts (appro- 
priated in aid of the Vote) anticipated. It is not possible, however, to frame a reliable 
estimate until experience has been gained of the effect of the County Courts Act, 
\ 1903, which came into operation on Ist January, 1905. 


| 15. Of the increase of 27,073/. in the Estimate for the Irish Land Commission, 
, 12,0000. is for additional staff in connection with the administration of the Land Act, 
1903, and 15,0001. for increased provision (estimated at 25,000/.) for dividends and 
sinking fund on guaranteed stock created for the purpose of the Land Purchase Aid 
fund. A vacancy having occurred among the Commissioners, the numbers are reduced 
by one, as provided by Section 23 (7) of the Act. 


16. The decrease of 40,195/. in the Estimate of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
following on a decrease of 52,394/. last year, is the result of further reductions in the 
force which are being effected. The net increase of 6,954/. under Prisons, Ireland, is 
wholly due to an increase of 10,000/. in respect of maintainance of Criminal Lunatics. 
By a recent judicial decision in Ireland, it has been held that soldiers and sailors 
confined in district lunatic asylums in Ireland, who have been sent there as dangerous 
lunatics under Section 91 (2) of the Army Act, 1881, or Section 3 of the Naval 
/ Enlistment Act, 1884, are “ Criminal Lunatics ” within the meaning of the Lunacy 
| (Ireland) Act, 1901, and, as such, must be maintained from public funds. Hitherto 


| the charge on public funds has been confined in Ireland, as in England, to cases of 
3 
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lunatics who have committed a crime, but it is now held that the interpretation section 
of the Irish Act has not been framed so as clearly to confine the charge on public funds 
to such persons, as is the case in the corresponding section of the English Criminal! 
Iunatics Act of 1884. Provision is therefore now made to recoup the local 
authorities the expenditure which they have incurred on the maintainance of the 
lunatics other than criminal lunatics above referred to since Ist April, 1902, when the 
Lunacy (Ireland) Act, 1901, came into force. 


i* Crass IV: 


17; The provision for Education, Science, and Art is estimated at a total of 
16,528,947/., being an increase of 533,409/. over the grants for 1904-5. The increase 
under Board of Education (Englaud and Wales) is 416,790/., and under Public Kduca- 
tion, Scotland, 63,5667. The decrease of 1,904/. under Public Mducation, Ireland, 
is nominal only, the amount allocated to this service out of the Ireland Development 
Grant being increased by 14,412/. There is an increase of 46,1007. under Universities 
and Colleges, Great Britain, the grant in aid of certain colleges in Great Britain giving 
education of a University standard in Arts and Science being raised from 54,000/. to 
100,0007. 


18. Of the increase of 416,790/. under Board Education, the greater preparation 
must be described as automatic in character, due to the anticipated growth in the 
number of scholars in average attendance, and to the larger number of teachers for 
whose training provision is made by the State. The principal increase, 262,704/., is in 
respect of the Elementary Education Grants. The sum taken under C, 5., Grants to 
School Boards, represents outstanding grants which are expected to become pavable in 
1905-6 ; the period for which, in pursuance of the Act of 1902, these grants are payable 
being concluded in September 1904. The increase 69,300/, under C. 6, Aid Grants to 
Local Education Authorities, is due to the Education Act, 1902, and the Kducation 
(London) Act, 1903, having now come fully into operation, (The aid Grant for 
Voluntary Elementary Schools disappears). A new sub-head has been opened (C. 7) 
for payments under the Education (Local Authorities Default) Act, 1904. The 
mount taken is nominal only, and represents the estimated amount required. to. 
meet the balance of advances over recoveries with which the Sub-head will be credited 
The increase, 34,048/., under D.1., Grants for training of ‘Teachers, is due to an increase 
in the number of students in Training Colleges, and the increase, 50,000/., under 
D.3, Grants for Education and Training of Pupil Teachers, to the increased rates of 
Grant under the Regulations of 1904. The amount taken includes sums of 15,5007. 
and 6,500/., transterred from Sub-heads KE. and F.1, respectively, in consequence of 
the replacement of Science and Art grants for the instruction of pupil teachers by a 
higher rate of grant under the Regulations. A sub-head has for the first time been 
included in the Hstimate (D.2) under which provision is made for assistance in further 
ance of the building of Training Colleges. Under Sub-head K., Grants for Secondary 
Schools, the estimate is 242,5002., an increase of 26,0002, due to the larger number of 
schools taking the ordinary course, and under F.1., Grants for Evening Schools, 
390,000/, has been provided, an increase also of 26,000/., due to the continuous develop- 
ment of the classes and the higher work done involving higher grants. There have 
been rearrangements of the Inspecting Staff of the Department, and the Staff 
ployed on the Irish Geological Survey has been transferred to the Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland. The increase of 63,566/. undet 
Public Education, Scotland, is due to similar causes, the principal increase being 
in respect of the Elementary Education Grants, due to the anticipated growth in the 
number of scholars in average attendance, and also to the higher average rate of grant 
earned, owing to an increase in the proportion of scholars between the ages of 12 and 14 
for whom the higher rates are payable under the Code. 

19, The Purchase Grant for the National Gallery has been increased this year by 
20001., in order to provide the balance of the money required for the purchase of the 
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APPENDIX. 1. 


Titian “Portrait of Ariosto.” The cost of the picture was 30,000/., which has been 
met to the extent of 21,000/, through the generosity of private subscribers im the 
following contributions :—Lord Iveagh, 5,000/., Mr. Astor, 5,000/., Mr. Pierpont 
Morgan, 5,000/., Lady Wantage, 2,500/.. Mr. Alfred Beit, 2,500/., and Lord Burton, 
1,007. 


20. With a view to the further development of the National Physical Laboratory, 
Parliament is being asked (under Scientific Investigation) to sanction an increase of 
1,500/. on the grant in aid of salaries and other expenses of the Laboratory, and also au 
additional grant of 5,000/. in aid of new buildings and equipment for the same institu- 
tion. Further provision is also included for investigations in connection with the 
North Sea Fisheries, as explained under Sub-head P. of the Estimate. 


Criass V. 


21. The Estimates for Foreign and Colonial Services show a net decrease of 142,095/. 
on the total grants voted in 1904, the net decrease on the original Estimates (7.e., after 
deducting the amount of the Estimate for the Treasury Chest Fund, a service for 
which the necessary provision cannot be determined until after the close of the financial 
vear) being 93,0932. The amount required under Colonial Services (which, as 
mentioned above, includes the African Protectorates and the Uganda Railway 
annuities, is 1,266,703/., being a net decrease of 99,418/. on the provision under the 
two Votes of last year. Under the Estimate for Telegraph Subsidies and Pacitic Cable 
the yrant-in-aid required to supplement the earnings of the Pacific Cable shows a 
reduction of 16,455/., from 90,0002. in 1904-5 to 73,5452. in 1905-6. The reduction, 
however, in the Colonial contributions (a fixed proportion of the expenditure charged 
in the grant-in-aid in the preceding year) from 65,000/, to 59,000/. leaves the net 
decrease at 10,455/. No provision is being made for the subsidy of 4,375/. to the 
Kastern and Eastern and South African Telegraph Companies, as their position is now 
such that it is regularly refunded, in pursuance of the agreement referred to under 
the Credit Sub-head of the Estimate. The corresponding amount under that Sub- 
head is similarly omitted. A grant of 16,000/. in aid of the revenues of Cyprus is 
included in the present Estimates. 

Chass VI. 


22. In this Class is included a Vote of 146,989/. to make good deficiencies on the 
income accounts of the funds for Savings Banks and Friendly Societies for 1904. The 
corresponding deficiencies on the accounts for 1903, amounting to 197,677/., were voted 
on a Supplementary Hstimate at the close of the financial year 1903-4. This Vote, 
together with an increase of 8,649/. under Superannuation and Retired Allowance; 
accounts for the increase of 155,256/. on the Class, the other Votes showing, as usual, 
small decreases due to the cessation of expiring charges. 


Chass VII. 


23. Miscellaneous Kstimates show a decrease of YO,687/. ‘There is a decrease of 
17,6962. under Temporary Commissions, due mainly to the termination of the Royal 
Commissions on Coal Supplies and on London Locomotion. For the latter a small 
additional sum is required to complete. 

The amounts written off the assets of the Local Loans Fund in 1904 are less bv 
41,9447, than in the preceding year. No further Vote is required for the St. Louis 
Exhibition, which accounts for a decrease of 70,000/. An Estimate of 20,0002. is 
included for the visit of their Royal Highnesses the Prince and Princess of Wales to 
India. 

An Estimate for Repayments to the Civil Contingencies Fund will be presented, as 
usual, later in the Session, if necessary, when the amount to be made good to the fund 
has been ascertained. 
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APPENDIX f. 
II. REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


24, The net total of the Estimates for the Revenue Departments is 19,435,475/.5 an 
increase of 629,328/. over the total for 1904-05. 


25. The Estimate for Customs shows a net increase of 5,600/., of which 5,019/. is 
due to increased charges for Superannuations. The Inland Revenue Estimate shows 
a net increase of 50,900/., of which amount, however, 41,000/. is nominal only, and 
arises in consequence of the abolition of the use of over-printed stamps for official 
purposes, ordinary postage stamps being now used on payment. The estimated 
amount of such payments by Government Departments is taken as as credit under 
Subhead M. of the Post Office Vote. The real increase under Inland Revenue is there- 
“se 9,900/., which is accounted for by increments of salary and normal growth of 

usiness. 


26. Postal Services (Post Offices, Packet Services and Telegraphs) together show 
an increase of 572,828/. against 298,827/. in the preceding year. 


27. The increase under Post Office is 498,586/., mainly owing to provision for pro- 
posed increases in scales of pay to Sorters, Telegraphists, Postmen, &c., to general 
expansion of business, increased remuneration to railway companies for conveyance of 
mails, and to the growth of superannuation charges. On the other hand 25,000/. less 
is provided for Purchase of Sites, pending the completion of necessary works in pro- 
gress, as explained above under Class I, Estimates for Public Works and Buildings. 
The increase under Appropriations in Aid is nominal only, and arises in respect of 
payments from other Departments for postage stamps used for official purposes as 
mentioned under the Inland Revenue Estimate. 


28. The Packet Service Estimate shows a net decrease of 3,820/., but large varia- 
tions appear under Sub-heads (. (America), KE. (Asia and Australia) and G. (Appro- 
priations in Aid). Under Sub-head C. provision is made for certain additional 
services, including the establishment of sea sorting on board packets between this 
country and the United States ; under Sub-head E., a decrease of 85,000/. is due to the 
termination of the contract with the Orient Steam Navigation Company, but there is 
also a decrease in Appropriations in Aid owing to the cessation of the Australian 
‘ contribution towards the cost of thie contracts with the Peninsular and Oriental and 
Orient Steam Navigation Companies. The decreased receipts from this source are in 
part counterbalanced by the increase due to the anticipated recovery from Ceylon, 
Straits Settlements and Hong Kong of the revised contributions due under an award 
given recently by Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 

29. The Estimate for Telegraph Services shows an increase of 78,062/., mainly due 
to provision for proposed increases of pay, growth of charges for the maintainance of 
the Telegraph and London Telephone systems, and to the increase in the terminable 
annuities issued in repayment of sums borrowed on Telephone Capital Account. The 
provision under Sub-head D. includes a sum of 150,000/. for the extension of the under- 
ground system to the north and towards the Kentish coast. 

The Telegraph share of the expenses common to the Postal and Telegraph Services 
has, on fresh statistics, been reduced to 24 per cent. as against 25 per cent. in the 
previous year. 


VICTOR C. W. CAVENDISH. 


Whitehall, Treasury Chambers, 
24 February, 1905. 
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APPENDIX I. 


ESTIMATES FOR CIVIL SERVICES. 





ABSTRACT of Estimates for CiviL SERVICES, Classes I, to VIL, tor 1905-6, 
compared with the GRANTS for 1904-5, voted in 1904. 


TOTALS or THE SEVERAL CLASSES. 
























































| <s Yue cane Estimated 
- ‘ ~~ Net Estimates, Receipts (Cash 
No. of 1904-5, 1905-6 
Tae 1905-6. ; ; : 1 with and Stamps) 
Votes. " Grants in Session of 1904, Geanta 1000 | [| not Appropriated 
a rants, 1003-9. 7 in Aid of Votes. 
= —— — —- —— —-— 
6s | x Appro- | Appro- | oa fs 
3 3 | Gross. (priations, Net. Gross. (priations| Net. | Increase./Decrease 1905-6. 1904-5, 
Ss ia | in Aid. in Aid. | 
! | 
antes tae MR Wei Gni saenctaas GAleriaadl MMCUN 
E. £. £. £. &. £..| £4 | &@ ee £._ 
15 1 {T. | 2,799,915 | 102,204 | 2,697,711 | 2,718,953 | 95,635 | 2,623,318 | 74,398 | - 70 70 
| | 
0 40] TD. | 3,316,885 578,722 | 2,738,163 | 3,279,127 | 587,737 | 2,691390 | 46,773 = 452,984 | 436,166 
22-22 | TID. | 4,652,274 = 791,968 | 3,860,306 | 4,634,902 | 753,049 | 3,881,853 21,547 | 596.893 497,459 
13 13-| IV. [16,357,315 28,368 |16,328,947 15,822,656 27,118 533,409 — 345 340 
4 4] V. | 2,077,235 | 164,040 | 1,913,195 | 2,227,479 | 172,191 | 2,055,288 | = — 142,093 f 125,215 3,215 
| | | | 
4 5 | V1. 316,649 147 | 816,502 661,393 | 147 | 661,246 | 155,256 — ao a 
6 6 | VIL} 264,797! 5,400 259,397 355,584 | 5,500 350,084 | 90,687 _- _ 
| ' 
Se nee, eee ot | 2 ee 
104 105] &. [30,285,070 |1,670,849 (28,614,221 fo. /1,641,377 [28,058,717 | 809,831 | 254,327 91,175,507 |1,037,244 
. | t 8 
NET INCREASE - £555,504 INCREASE - £158,263 
—_— 
| 
£ 
The Total of the Net Sums — Purnia = be vemenae to ¥ ote amounts as 
above (*) to - : - 28,614,221 


Deduct,—Receipts as above (§) not smnecsiiaiiiils in Aid of Votes 1,175,507 





| 
Estimated Net Expenditure for the Seven Classes, 1905-6 -  &. | 27,438,714 





+ The Amount of the Net Eathonntes for Coll Services, 1904- 5 (Poslinmonte me: 
Paper 75 of 1904), was — - 27,983,920 

Add, Mit rr oragy eet Estimates for Civil Services for 1904-5, included | 

in the Appropriation Act, 1904 ad Parliamentary Paper 283 


of 1904) - 74,297 
Transfer to Class L, Vote 8, from Revenue Departments, Vote 3 - 500) 
TOTAL - - £. | 28,058,717 





Whitehall, Treasury Chambers, | er ae eee 
24th February, 1905. | VICTOR CG. W. CAVENDISH. 
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APPENDIX _ II. 


PUBLIC BILLS 





DEALT WITH IN) VOLUME CXLYV. \ 
{ 
Those marked thus* are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses 1n 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. “Tu.t.]” following title 


indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 








(A.) House or Lorps, 





Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
school scsi aay sonpinicapa acdsee ' 
*Army Annual Eurl of Donoughmore — All Stages, 13th April (5) 
Royal Assent, 14th April (189) 

Closing of Licensed Premises! Read 1¢ 13th April (5) 

(Christmas Day) (Ireland 
*Criminal Cases (Reserva- Lord Chancellor Read 2" 9th May (1297) 

tion of Points of Law) 

[ H.. } 
Intoxicating Liquors (Hours |) Lord Archbishop of | Read 1“ 13th April (4) 

of Closing) | 1.1. | | Canterbury 
*Naval and Military Medals | Bar? of Donoughmore | Read 1" 8th May (1099) ; 

[11.0. | 
Polling Arrangements (Par- | Lord Moukswell Read 1“ 13th April (4) 

liamentary Boroughs) 

[H.L. | | 
Polling Arrangement s| Lord Monkswell Read 1¢ 13th April (4) 


(County Councils) | 


*Workmen’s Compensation | Lord Belper. Committee, 9th May (1269) 


iti ee a eae 


(b.) Hous or Commons. 


Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. t] 


Read 2° 17th April (528) (401) 


*Agricultural Rates Act, Jr. Long 
Committee, 10th May (1486) 


1896, &e., Continuance 








* Aliens Mr. Secretary Akers- | Read 1° 1&th April (462) 
Douglas Read 2° 2nd May (687) (768) 
*Army (Annual) Mr. Secretary Arnold- | Royal Assent 14th April (231) 
Forste iy | 
| 
Cottage Homes Mr, John Hutton | Read 1? 38rd May (826) 
*County Courts (No. 2) Mr. Attorney-General | Read 1’ 17th April (328) 
* Education (Scotland) The Lord Advocate | Read 2° Sth May (1149) (1214) 
| 
5 | 
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(B.) House -or Commons—continued. 


Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 





Education (Provision of 
Meals) (No. 2) 


Elementary Education (Feed- 
ing of Children) (No. 2) 


Factory and Workshop Act 
(1901) Amendment 


*Ferries (Acquisition by 
Local Authorities) 


*Finance 
Land Drainage and Sewers 


Land Values (Assessment 


and Rating) 


Liquor Traffic Local Veto 
(Scotland) 


*Lunacy 


Iunacy Acts Amendment 


(London) 


Lunacy Acts Amendment 
(London) (No. 2) 


Metropolitan Jorough 
Councils Association 


Motor Car (Alien Drivers) 
Licences 


*Post Office (Money Orders) 
Publie Roads (Ireland) 


Resident 
(Belfast) 


Magistrates 


Small Holdings 
Small Holdings (No. 3) 
*Unemployed Workmen 


Winter Assizes (Ireland) 


| 


Mr. Arthur Henderson 

Mr. Hay 

Mr. Cameron Corbett 

Mr. Grant Lawson 

Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer 

Mr. Harold Reckitt 

Sir John Brunner 

Mr. Hunter Craig 


Mr, Attorne y-General 


Sir John Tuke 


Sir John Tuke 


Cupt. Jessel 


Mr. Scott Montagu 


Lord Stanley 
Mr. O Dowd 


Mr. Wolff 


| Mr. Channing 


Mr. Channing 


| Mr, Gerald Balfour 


Mr. Wolff 








VOL. CXLY. 


[FoURTH SERIES. | 


3K 





Progress. 





Read 1° 3rd May (826) 


Read 1° 3rd May (827) 


Read 1° 5th May (1087) 


tead 1° 19th Aus. (609) 


Read 1° 3rd May (859) 


Bill withdrawn 4th 


(1020) 


May 

Read 2° 14th April (207) 

2nd Reading defeated 5th 
May (1032) 

Read 1° 17th April (327) 

Bill withdrawn 14 April (297) 


Read 1° 18th April (458) 
Read 1° 9th May (1468) 


Read 1° 9th May (1353) 


Read 1° 2nd May (687) 
Read 2° 17th April (419) 


Read 1° 4th May (939) 


Bill withdrawn 13th April (187) 
Read 1° 18th April (458) 

Read 1° 18th April (459) 

Read 1° 4th May (939) 
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APPENDIX IIL. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1905. 


List or Russ, OrpERs, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 


the House. 


In Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. 





Title of Paper. 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 
(Oxford).—Copy of Statutes made by the Governing 
Body of St. John’s College, Oxford, on 7th December 
1904 (i.) amending Statute LIT. (12); and (ii). amend- 
ing Statutes V. and XV. of the Statutes of the 
College [40 and 41 Vic., ¢. 48, s. 49] 

Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 
(Oxford).—Copy of Statute made by the Governing 
Body of Christchurch, Oxford, on 7th December, 
1904, amending Clause 3 of the Statutes of the House 
concerning Westminster Scholarships [40 and 41 Vic., 
c. 48, s. 49] 

College Charter Act, 1871 (University College, Sheffield). 
—Copy of Application received from the University 
College, Sheffield, for the Establishment of a 
University in Shetlield, referred by His Majesty in 
Council for the Consideration and Report of a Com- 
mittee of His Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy 
Council ; together with a Copy of the Draft of the 
Charter applied for [34 and 35 Vic., ¢. 63, s. 2] 

Inebriate Reformatories (Regulations).—Copy of Regu- 
lations made with the approval of the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department for the management 
and discipline of the certified Inebriate Reformatory 
at Cattal, near York [61 and 62 Vic., e. 60, s. 21 (1) | 

Board of Education.—Copy of Draft Amending Order 
No. 1 of the Board of Education, amending Final] 
Order No. 391 under Section 11 (8) of The Education 
Act, 1902 [2 Edw. VIL, e. 42, s. 11 (8) J 

Public Records (Fines and Recoveries).—Copy of 
Schedule containing a List and Particulars of Classes 
of Documents connected with the AJienation of Land 
by means of Fines and Recoveries, which are now in 
the Public Record Office, but are not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their preservation 
therein [40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 55, s. 1] 

Union of Benelices Act (Saint Paul, Covent Garden, 
with Saint Michael, Burleigh Street).—Copy of 
Scheme under The Union of Benefices Act, 1860, for 
effecting an Union of the Benetices of Saint Paul, 
Covent Garden, with Saint Michael, Burleigh Street 
(23 and 24 Vie., ¢. 142, s. 15] 

Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 
(Oxford).—Copy of Statute made by the Governing 
Body of St. John’s College, Oxford, on 20th January 
1905, amending Statutes IIL. and XVI. of the Statutes 
of the College (40 and 41 Vic., c. 48, s. 50] 





Date from which | Period to lie upon 
the Period runs. the Table. 


13 April 12 weeks 


13 April 12 weeks 


13 April 30 days 


17 April 4 weeks (whilst 
the House is 
sitting) 


30 sitting days 


4 weeks 


Two months 


10 May 12 weeks 
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